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Directed Energy Weapons 





At the time this article was being developed, many people expressed disbelief that energy weapons 
existed outside of science fiction until they were reminded of the Star Wars Program, also known as 
the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI)*. The name of this article was chosen as a reminder that 
energy weapons do exist and have been developed over 100 years. Most of this technology is 
classified information. It can also be assumed that such technology exists in multiple countries. The 
purpose of this article was to begin to identify the evidence of what happened on 9/11/01 that must 
be accounted for. In doing so, the evidence ruled out a Kinetic Energy Device (bombs, missiles, 
etc.) as the method of destruction as well as a gravity-driven "collapse." 


Introduction 


If we are to understand what happened to the World Trade Center (WTC) buildings, we need to start 
with the evidence. The best theory about what happened to the WTC should explain all the real 
evidence. 


So what types of evidence are available? 
1. Current visual evidence (are the Twin Towers gone?) 


2. Eyewitness testimony (What did witnesses of diverse credibility say they thought they saw 
and heard, interviewed how many days after the event?) 


3. Physical evidence in the form of actual physical items (carefully preserved?, chain of 
custody? tampering?, evaluation methods documented?, access to materials by other 
scientists?) 


4. Photographs (validity of the object(s) in question?, how placed there?, subsequent 
tampering?, photographer?, chain of custody?, photo raw or manipulated?) 


5. Video footage (same questions apply as with photos) and 
6. Expert witness testimony (credentials?, credibility?, quality of analysis?). 


The quality, credibility and validity of different pieces of evidence varies. The strongest evidence is 
physical evidence and the strongest physical evidence is undisputed and corroborated by other 
evidence. Valid physical evidence should form a consistent whole and yield an integrated picture of 
what happened. 


A nearly limitless supply of photos and videos of the actual destruction and aftermath of the WTC 
event on 9/11 forms a rich database of physical evidence. These photos, for the most part, are 
undisputed, mutually reinforcing and consistent with other types of evidence. Only in rare cases, 
like alleged molten metal flowing from an upper floor of WTC 2 shortly before its complete 
destruction, are photos and videos disputed and uncorroborated. 
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Where did the building go? 
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The World Trade Center (WTC) towers did not "collapse" on 9/11/01; they were pulverized (blown 
up) before that was even a possibility. Below, we will discuss how this was done. 


Bathtub 


The World Trade Center was built on terra firma protected by an underground "bathtub" or 
foundation ring down to bedrock seven stories below the surface of lower Manhattan. This sturdy 
enclosure some call the "slurry wall" shielded the foundation of the Twin Towers as well as WTC 
buildings 3 & 6. According to Wall Street Journal architecture critic, Ada Louise Huxtable, this 
structure "...saved lower Manhattan from the waters of the Hudson River" (WSJ 9-28-06, p. D8). 
Many observers worried about whether the wall would continue to do its job to prevent flooding but 
"To the relief of the engineers, there is no evidence that the 70-foot-deep retaining wall around the 
basements has been damaged or breached, although the collapse of the towers left one section 
perilously unsupported." New York Times (link) In the SPIKE TV documentary about the iron 
workers at Ground Zero, one remarked, "You know, it was amazing, it didn't really damage [that 
much] ... if they had fallen over sideways, could you imagine the damage to Lower Manhattan?" 
(video1)(YouTube) (video2) 


ete tue 





5) There was no significant damage to the bathtub on 9/11. This picture looks west-northwest, 
from the center of the WTC 1 footprint. 
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6) WTC Station Platform after the event; this PATH train wasn't crushed. 


On September 11 the bathtub mysteriously remained without significant damage despite two 
quarter-mile tall towers allegedly collapsing on it. How did the bathtub avoid significant damage 
despite a million tons of WTC material supposedly slamming into it? Even if no material directly 
hit the bathtub, serious seismic impacts on bedrock would have damaged walls, wall corners and 
tunnels under WTC leading under the Hudson River because of motion similar to that caused by an 
earthquake. The bathtub was not built to withstand such colossal impact, we may be assured, 
because New York is not an active seismic zone. Although a disputed number, each tower weighed 
an estimated 500,000 tons and the official story insists airplane damage and fires caused each tower 
to collapse symmetrically into its own footprint. No bathtub structure could remain unscathed after 
a mountain of quarter-mile high material was dropped on it twice. The intact bathtub appears to 
contradict the official theory of a gravity-driven collapse in which virtually the entire weight of the 
Twin Towers would crash into the bathtub. 


The 4 figures above show diagrams of the PATH (Port Authority Trans Hudson) rail lines from New 
Jersey under the Hudson and up into the bottom of the bathtub of the World Trade Center. The south 
rail lines that run from New Jersey and the north lines return to NJ. The base of the bathtub is 
bedrock and the Twin Towers, rail lines and tunnels were anchored to that bedrock. If the bedrock 
were dramatically shaken, fissures in the tunnels would allow water to back up into the bathtub. 
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Design and purpose 


THE RISK OF FLOODING 


MANHATTAN | Subway 











Bedrock 


7) 1. Slurry walls form water-tight bathtub. 
2. PATH rail lines pass under WTC 2. 
3. Even cracks in the bathtub would allow water inside. 


The figure above shows an overhead view of the WTC with the PATH commuter railroad lines 
under the Hudson, the walls of the bathtub in red and the subway line adjacent to the main WTC 
bathtub indicated by the dashed blue line. The second figure above shows how stout the bathtub 
design was, and therefore how important this strong structure was to the WTC. For example, the 
tension tie-backs were embedded in 30-35 feet of bedrock. You can see many of the ends of tie- 
backs sticking out on the west wall of the bathtub. 
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8) A more detailed map of the rail lines and WTC complex. 


9) Typical section shows placement of tie-backs during construction. After concrete floor 
slabs were cured, tension on tie-backs was released. 


PATH World Trade Center Terminal 
Tracks and Platforms 


Deep Foundation Shallow Foundation 
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Liberty St. 


10) Map of the deep foundation (big bathtub) and shallow foundation (little bathtub). 
11) Detail of the PATH WTC terminal and tracks. 


Figure 10 shows the two bathtubs under the WTC complex, with the Twin Towers within the deep 
bathtub and buildings 4 and 5 mostly within the shallow foundation. The subway went north-south 
through the shallow bathtub. The figure also identifies neighboring buildings like the WFC 
complex, the Verizon building, US Post Office, Bankers Trust and others. Note WTC 7 was not in 
either bathtub. Figure 11 shows the loop that PATH trains take within the big bathtub. Figure 12 
shows a cross section of the WTC lower levels. The PATH trains turn beneath WTC 2 and the 
station platforms run parallel to the bathtub east wall, with the subway on a higher level on the other 
side of the big bathtub. 
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SECTION 
Sewage, electric, World Trade South Tower 
water and gas lines Center Hotel (Building 2) 
are located about 10 (Building 3) 
to 20 below the . 
concourse level Á 
under West Street. PLAZA = TO CHURCH STRET 
wes stacey MOTEL LOBBY AREA CONCOURSE LEVEL | SHOPPING MALL 
PARRING STORAGE | 
PARKING STORAGE | wie | 
PARKING STORAGE 1 and 9 subway 
PARKING STORAGE tunnel 
STORAGE | a a a | 
SLURRY ——* STORAGE MECHANICAL ROOM | | | “— SLURRY 
ni | | | WALL 
Waterproof barrier used to hold back BEDROCK PATH trains to Exchange Place station in New Jersey 
earth and water during construction. 


SOURCE: Mueser Rutledge Consulting Engineers 
CRISTINA RIVERO — THE WASHINGTON POST 


12) Cross section of the WTC complex, highlighting buildings 2 and 3 and the seven 
subbasements. Note the shopping mall at the ground level, on the right, below WTC4 and 


above the PATH and subway rail lines. 
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13) An overview shows the PATH rail lines and terminal on bedrock in the big bathtub. The 
subway line and platform are to the right of the big bathtub wall, August 2005, no tracks or 
terminals were relocated. 





14) The Ground Zero site as of August 2006, showing the location of the buildings relative to 
the bathtub walls. 


Figure 14 shows an overhead view of the new PATH complex as of August 2006 at Ground Zero, 
with the west wall at the top of the photo. This gives a graphic look at how large the PATH layout is 
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within the big bathtub. The rail lines and platforms remain in their original locations, suggesting 
that the underground damage to PATH was not devastating (see Figure 6). 


15) The nearly cleaned-out bathtub. (March 15, 2002) 


Figure 15 shows Ground Zero and the big bathtub with the shallow bathtub in the foreground, 
lending another perspective. Some superficial damage to the top of the bathtub is visible in the 
foreground along the eastern wall, beneath where WTC 4, a 9-story building, once existed. 


Evidence of Little Damage 


The big bathtub suffered only minimal damage. There was no functional damage, only superficial: 
(source) 





PATH trains resumed operation November 2003, only two years after 9/11. Water is visible in 
Figure 6, for example, but there was no flooding from the Hudson River, the water came from fire 


hoses cooling down molten metal for 99 days [reference] and the water had to go somewhere. 
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18) WTC Station Platform after the event; this PATH train wasn't crushed. 





19) WTC Station Platform November 23, 2003. 


Figure 17 shows a PATH train in the big bathtub before 9/11, Figure 18 after 9/11 shows minor non- 
structural platform damage, probably water damage, and figure 19 shows the updated platform and 
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cars which look rather similar. 


20) PATH train tunnel shortly after 9/11. 21) A clean bathtub. 


Figure 20 shows a PATH train tunnel with no structural damage, probably outside the bathtub. 
Figures 21 and 22 show a clean bathtub. 
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22) Overhead view of clean bathtub. 


Damage paliers on basement levels 4 and 5 
are nearly identhcal io basement hovel 6. 


An empty PATH train sits on tracks 
on this level. Three of its seven cars 
are crushed. 










PATH TRAIN SS = == 
ROUTE >. 


23) Four of the seven PATH train cars under WTC were not damaged. 
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Figure 23 shows a New York Times sketch of alleged damage to the underground portion of the 
WTC within the bathtub. It seems odd that the center of the PATH platforms were "not inspected or 
undetermined." Why? Figure 6 above, for example, shows no structural damage at that section of 
the platform, only water damage. We are not entirely confident that the NYT sketch is an accurate 
picture of the damage pattern in the bathtub. Interestingly, the west or Hudson side of each tower is 
damage-free, according to the NYT. Also, the PATH tunnel entrances, rigidly connected to the 
bathtub and bedrock, are "intact or mostly intact." Only three of seven PATH cars were damaged. 
While NYT uses the term "crushed," it seems unlikely that three cars could be totally crushed yet 
leave train four cars intact (see Figure 6). 


Outside the bathtub east wall and in the shallow bathtub, even the subway suffered surprisingly 
little: -"Considering the devastation near the trade center, and the fact that the tunnels were only five 
feet below the road surface in some places, complete tunnel collapses were not as extensive as some 
engineers had feared." Subway: 
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24) Warner Bros. store contents from WTC mall. 
25) Warner Bros. figures from WTC mall. 


Figure 24 shows store contents from the Warner Bros. store in the WTC shopping mall at the 
concourse level (first subbasement). Figure 25 shows figures recovered from the Warner Bros. store 
at the World Trade Center mall kept at hangar 17 at JFK international airport. Roadrunner does not 
have a scratch on him despite surviving destruction of WTC 2 above him. As shown in the cross 
section Figure 12 above, the shopping mall is the first floor to be impacted at the base of WTC 2. 


Earthquakes 


New York is not located in a major earthquake zone (see Figure 26 below), so designers would not 
anticipate designing and building with the likelihood of surviving major earthquakes. 
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Earthquakes in NE United States and Canada 1990 - 2003 


Earthquake locations by the Lamont Cooperative Seismographic Network, US Geological Survey and the Geological Survey of Canada. 
August 2004, Won-Young Kim, Lamont-Doherty Earth Observatory of Columbia University, <www.ideo.columbia.edu/LCSN>. 





26) Earthquakes by location and magnitude, indicated by circles; locations of seismographic 
stations shown by triangles. 


Results of January quake in NYC and the 9/11 signal comparison 


Figure 27 shows the amount of ground movement from a 2.4 Richter scale earthquake that hit NYC 
in January, 2001. The data appear to be "raw," that is, unsmoothed and unmanipulated. For example, 
the amplitude of the earth’s movement is nearly double the 8 micrometers of the diagram. Figure 28 
shows a similar diagram for the destruction of WTC 1 on 9/11. The data appear very different from 
those in Figure 27, smoother, fewer spikes, less complex, and with no distinctive S and P waves... 
should also have a delay between the two waves. (See Figure 29.) 
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JAN. 17, 2001 
Earthquake In Manh ami 
Magnitude 2.4 on the Righter scale 
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27) Earthquake in Manhattan (S & P waves), Jan. 17, 2001, Magnitude = 2.4. 


SEPT. 11, 20071 
Second World Trade Center collapse (North Tower) 


Magnitude 2.3 on the Richter scale 
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28) The destruction of WTC1, Sept. 11, 2001, Magnitude = 2.3. Does this diagram look 
similar to 20(a)? 
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Most importantly, the amplitude of the 9/11 disturbance is less than half that of the January 
earthquake, despite a similar peak Richter reading. It is almost as if the data from 9/11 have 
attenuated, that peak movements have been reduced by some kind of filtering process. Does this 
difference reflect real data, that is, differences in real phenomena accurately recorded? Or have the 
data been filtered asymmetrically or differently? Or have the data been completely manufactured? 
We do not know, but for the sake of the analysis we use the Richter values reported. Could they 
have been lower than reported? Yes. 


Kingdome vs. Twin Towers 


The Seattle Kingdome was demolished on March 26, 2000. Built of reinforced concrete, it had a 
720-foot outer diameter, a footprint of 407,000 square feet, stood 250 feet tall and weighed an 
estimated 130,000 tons. The implosion "created the equivalent of a magnitude 2.3 earthquake, with 





no vibration damage to adjacent structures" (Liss, p. 108). 
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30) Finishing the interior of the Kingdome. 


31) Kingdome with the Olympic Mountains across Puget Sound. 
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Ellen M. Banner © The Seattle Times 


32) Demolition of the Kingdome. 


33) The Kingdome left a debris pile 30 feet high, 12% of its former height. 
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Each twin tower, by contrast, had 43,000 square feet, just over a tenth of the Kingdome footprint, 
and weighed an estimated 500,000 tons, or nearly 4x the Kingdome. Both the footprint and the 
weight of the twin towers were an order of magnitude different from the Kingdome, yet the 
Lamont-Dougherty station at Columbia University only reported a peak of 2.3 Richter scale reading 
for WTC 1 and 2.1 for WTC 2, about the same as the Kingdome. 


Seismic Record at Palisades, N¥, 34 km North of the World Trade Center Disaster 


03-46-76 EDT 09-07-54 EDT 


12:40 UTG 


09:59:04 EDT 


First collapse 


ü min 10m 


start time: 0911/2001 06:40 EDT, 12:40 UTC 
East West component of motion at PAL, filtered 0.6 - 5 Hz LOB, Columbia Unwersity 





Figure 34. (old Figure 22.) Seismic record at Palisades, NY. The vertical axis is the east-west 
ground speed in nm/s . The horizontal scale is time, showing a thiry-minute interval. The top 
red line starts at 8:40 AM EDT and records a siesmic disturbance at 8:46:26 EDT. At 9:02:54 
EDT, there is a smaller and shorter disturbance. The second line is a continuation of the first 
line and begins at 9:10 AM EDT and shows no disturbance. The third line begins at 9:40 AM 
and shows a major seismic event at 9:59:04 EDT. The fourth line is a continuation and begins 
at 10:10 AM and shows a major seismic event at 10:28:31 EDT. 


UTC = Coordinated Universal Time, also known as Greenwich Mean Time (GMT) where 
8:40 AM EDT = 12:40 UTC. 


Although these data seem to be corrupted by unknown filters and a complicit Lamont-Doherty will 
not release the raw data, a reading similar to the Kingdome would be impossible if the twin towers 
were destroyed by conventional means (bottom up) because much greater weight would have 
slammed into a much smaller chunk of land and therefore would have shaken the ground far more 
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than the Kingdome did. Each tower’s collapse should have registered at least four on the Richter 
scale given two orders of magnitude difference between the twin towers and Kingdome dimensions. 
The apparent fact that the Richter reading peaked at 2.3 and the disturbance lasted only 8 seconds 
indicates an extraordinary high-energy weapon was used top-down to preserve the bathtub and 
surrounding structures. And where are the data from the other recording stations shown in Figure 
35? Are they being withheld? 


LCSW, Palisades Subnetwork 





35) Location of seismic recording stations in the New York City area. 


Energy 


WTC and Kingdome 


Careful data on the Kingdome demolition on March 26, 2000 are available. They allow us to 
estimate what the earthquake-equivalent impact of the Twin Tower destruction should have been. 
The Kingdome data are pre-9/11 and unlikely to be politically corrupted. 


Bedrock conditions are important in affecting earthquake-equivalent (Richter) readings. If a 
structure is anchored directly to bedrock, its demolition will yield a higher Richter than if it were 
not anchored in bedrock. Why? Because if not anchored to bedrock, the energy released by 
demolition is dissipated via the earth "cushioning" materials. If anchored to bedrock, the released 
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energy directly impacts bedrock, "pinging" the earth directly without any dampening, allowing the 
signal to carry better to recording stations. It would be like hitting your mattress with a hammer 
versus hitting a tuning fork. Which one carries a stronger signal to its base? 


The Kingdome was not anchored in bedrock. If the Kingdome Richter value was a 2.3 reading 
transferred through soft material, a building with 30x the potential energy anchored directly in 
bedrock should have transferred a much higher signal to earthquake monitoring instruments. 
Amazingly, the south tower reading of 2.1 was lower than the Kingdome’s 2.3 despite the tower 
having 30x the potential energy and being anchored in bedrock. The difference in these Richter 
readings imply the Tower had only 60% of the potential energy of the Kingdome instead of the real 
range of 3,000%, an absurd implication. And the fact that the Towers were anchored in bedrock 
means that the energy release should have rung through to recording instruments loud and clear. 


Comparison of Potential Energy 


If each tower was made of 100,000 tons of steel and had a total weight of 500,000 tons, then the 
steel is only 20% of the mass. So, if they pulverize all but the steel in the lower 36 floors, then the 
lower 36 floors are fairly light. I went through those numbers and found it is 36 floors of only steel 
that is equivalent to the Kingdome's PE. I.e. The bottom 36 floors of a 110 floor-building (where the 
entire 110 floors weighs 100,000-tons) has the same PE as the Kingdome. 


The Kingdome does not have its weight evenly distributed. There is more density lower down, so 
one would expect the center of gravity to be lower than the geometric center. This would produce a 
lower potential energy (PE) than what I used. But, also, the WTC was heavier on the lower floors 
than the upper floors, which would also produce a slightly lower center of gravity as well as a 
slightly lower PE. So, the ratio of the WTC's-PE to the Kingdome's-PE is a reasonable 
approximation. 


We know that each WTC tower did not slam to the earth and register as a 3.8 Magnitude 
earthquake. We also know that a lot of the building came down as dust. 


So, if we assume every floor contains 1/110th of the building's total mass, the bottom 20 floors of 
WTC1, alone, have the same potential energy as the Kingdome. But, when the event was all over, 
we didn't see the lower floors stacked up like pancakes that had slammed to the ground. What 
happened to all the concrete and marble? What happened to all the glass? What happened to all the 
desks? But, what we did see was a bunch of steel beams. So, if we were only left with steel beams, 
how many floors worth of steel would have the same PE as the Kingdome? 


The weight of all the structural steel in the building is 100,000-tons [REFERENCE needed], which 
is 20% of the weight of the entire building. If we assume every floor contains 1/110th of the 
building's total mass of structural steel, just the steel in the bottom 36 floors of WTC2 has the same 
PE as the Kingdome. 


So, aS an approximation, the structural steel of WTC2 makes up 36/110th of 1/5th the total mass of 
the building, or 6.5% of the building's mass. If this mass is evenly distributed over 36 floors, it will 
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have the same proportional potential energy relative to the Kingdome that could be expected to 
cause the equivalent of a 2.1 earthquake when it slammed to the ground. Is this reasonable, 
considering the debris remaining after the event? 


30X ... log of 30 yields 1.5, which must be added to 2.3 Richter for Kingdome to yield 3.8 Richter. 





110 tloors 








684 feet 





Il 
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Log of 1 is zero...for WTC1 lower 20 stories,... yields same earthquake. 


23a) WTC 23b) Kingdome 


WTC and the Kingdome with approximate Potential Energy (PE). 
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24a) Normal WTC1 floors 24b) Kingdome 


Twenty floors in WTC1 footprint with PE equal to the Kingdome. (2/11th of the height and 
2/11th of the mass of WTC1 would have the same PE as the Kingdome.) 


Log of 0.63 is -0.2...for WTC2 lower 16 stories,...yields 2.1 earthquake. 
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25a) normal WTC2 floors 25b) Kingdome 


Sixteen floors in WTC2 footprint with PE equal to the Kingdome. (14.5%of the height and 
14.5% of the mass of WTC2 would have the same PE as the Kingdome.) 


Transition from total pulverization to gravity fall of large solids. 
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16 floors 
99 pal { 


26a) normal WTC2 floors 26b) only the structural steel from these floors 





If 15% of the mass, evenly distributed over the lower 20 floors, (15% of the building's 
height). or (b) 6.5% of the mass of the entire building's mass is evenly distributed over the 
lower 36 floors of WTC2 (32% of the building's height), it would have the same PE as the 
Kingdome 


Bankers Trust 





27) Note that solid debris appears to have hit only the lower half of this 40-story building 
(Bankers Trust). However, the top few floors appear to have had their windows blown out. 
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28) The tower is being peeled downward. Dark explosions shoot up, while white ones explode 
outward. Above the white explosions the building has vanished while the lower part awaits 
termination. 


Dustification 


The World Trade Center (WTC) towers did not "collapse" on 9/11/01, they were pulverized (Blown 
to Kingdom Come) before a gravity-driven collapse was even a possibility. Below, we discuss how 
this was done. 


Pulverized to dust 


The government maintains that the Twin Towers were each hit by aircraft and the subsequent fires 
weakened the steel in the upper stories, initiating a gravity-driven "pancake collapse," as illustrated 
in Figure 30. There are many problems with this hypothesis. The most obvious problem with it is 
the near free-fall speed of the destruction of these buildings (see Billiard Balls). A second problem 
is the paucity of remaining material. Where are the concrete floors? Where is the office furniture? 
Where is the office machinery? Where are the filing cabinets? Where is the wall board? Where are 
the bookcases? They were not there, so most of it appears to have turned to dust, as illustrated in 
Figure 31. 





NANA AAA A 


30) An illustration of what a "pancake collapse" would look like. The rubble pile should be at 
least 1/8 of the original building height (12.5%). 


31) An illustration of what the actual destruction looked like. The rubble pile was no more 
than 2% of the original building height. Both towers went "poof." 
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32) Mostly unburned paper mixes with the top half of the Twin Towers. As seen a block away, 
a large portion of the towers remains suspended in air. This dust looks deeper than one inch. 
Most of the curb looks filled in. 


What steel was shipped to China? 


It was widely reported that a substantial amount of WTC steel was sold as scrap, put on barges, and 
shipped to China to be melted down. But Figure 33 shows how little steel was on the ground shortly 
after destruction of the WTC towers. There is evidence that steel was transported to Fresh Kills 
Island to be stored. This steel may or may not have been subsequently shipped to China. But it 
could not be a large amount of steel. 


30 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 





33.)The remains of WTC2 are in the foreground. Immediately behind WTC2 is where WTC3 
(Marriott Hotel) once stood. Where did it go? In the background (upper-left) the World 
Financial Center (WFC) buildings have blown-out windows and other damage. The remains 
of WTC6, an 8-story building, towers over the remains of WTC1. 


This photo is dated 9-13-2001. The sun is from the east (right side of picture), so it appears this was 
taken on the morning of 9/13. While it has been reported that much of the steel was removed from 
the site, sold to China, and loaded onto barges, and sent to China to be melted down, the steel could 
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not have been removed this fast. So, if it was not shipped to China overnight, where did the steel 
go? Most of it was not on the ground, initially; so it had to have been suspended in the air. 
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Dustification of material 





34) Building turns to dust. 


33 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 





35) Steel beams appear to disintegrate into steel dust. 
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36) Steel columns disintegrate into steel dust with WTC7 and water tower in the foreground. 
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37) The same steel-dust phenomenon from another source and perspective. 
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Snowballs and Bullet Holes 
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40a) The tower is being peeled downward. Dark explosions shoot up, while white ones 
explode outward. Above the white explosions the building has vanished while the lower part 
awaits termination. 
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40b) The building appears to be dissolving into powder. We don't we see any solid parts of a 
falling building, here. 


Figures 40(a) and 40(b) show WTC2 dissolving into powder. An interesting detail is what appear to 
be "bullet holes," with dense perimeters, distributed throughout the dust cloud. These bullet holes 





seem to be at the origin of the rapidly-expanding dust cloud. (other examples) 
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314a) As WTC2 is destroyed, disintegrating steel "wheatchex" showered down on WTC3, the 
Marriott Hotel. 


314b) Steel wheatchex turn into a brown blob. Small circles identify a few bullet holes. 


314c) Large oval isolates brown "seahorse" shape in the zone where the building appears to 
be coming apart. 


314) Caught in the act? 


40 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


WTC3 
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September 11, 2001 Photo © 2001 Bill Biggartieptember 11, 2001 Photo © 2001 Bill Biggart 





315a) One of Bill Biggart's last pictures, perhaps his next to last picture. 
315b) Bill Biggart's last picture. 


315) WTC3 was partly destroyed in bizarre fashion during the destruction of WTC2. (Special 
thanks to Bill Biggart for this very valuable piece of the puzzle.) 
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55b) WTC3 was reduced to this 3-4 story high if narrow debris stack. A lower section of 
WTCI1's west wall lays across the West Side Highway. 
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313) Most of WTC3 disappeared during the destruction of WTC1. The pedestrian walkway 
over the West Side Highway was connected to something that is no longer there. The remains 
of WTC2 can be seen near the centre of the photo and the remains of WTC1 are partly visible 
in the lower right corner. 


"Building vapor" wafts up from the WTC1 and WTC2 "piles." Where is it coming from? It 
resembles steam off of a manure pile. It does not seem to originate from a single point, but rises 
over a wide zone, like a haze in a fairly uniform fashion. 
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41b) Aluminum cladding and paper lay in the street, but where is the steel? And why isn't 
more of the paper on fire? It won't be on fire for long if that fireman gets his fire hose 
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working. Why is it only paper that survived and not office furniture and equipment? Most of 
this paper must have been in steel filing cabinets and bookshelves. 


The twin towers together had an estimated 30,000 computers for nearly 50,000 workers. So, 45,000 
filing cabinets would not be an unreasonable estimate. It is reported that 200 complete bodies were 
recovered out of the nearly 3,000 victims, which is about 1/15th. At the same ratio, we would 
expect 3,000 complete filing cabinets of the 45,000 should have survived intact. Yet only one 
shrunken filing cabinet was reportedly found (see figure 94, StarWarsBeam page 6). 
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42) Mostly unburned paper mixes with the (former) top half of the Twin Towers. As seen a 
block away, a large portion of the towers remain suspended in air. This dust looks deeper than 
one inch. Most of the curb looks filled in. 


43) It's a pretty dark place! 
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02) The destruction of WTC2 envelops lower Manhattan in a blizzard of ultra-fine dust. 


Figure fruit) Dust covers an abandoned produce stand in lower Manhattan. 





48) The black building in the foreground is the Bankers Trust Building (130 Liberty Street), 
which has a total volume of approximately 28% of the total volume of one WTC tower. So 
two WTC towers had seven times the volume of the Bankers Trust Building. How could 
seven collapsed Bankers Trust buildings leave so little debris? 


45 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


(182.5ft x 182.5ft x 40floors) vs. 2x(207ft x 207ft x 110floors) 
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How much Dust would a building make? 








49) Satellite, color-coded image shows the enormous quantity of dust from the WTC 
destruction. 


50) Ground-level view of the enormous quantity of dust wafting skyward. Conventional 
demolition dust does not do this. 


51) This is a photograph taken from the International Space Station (at 10:30 AM on 9/11/01 
according to the source). We believe it was taken on 9/12/01 and will update this when this 
information is verified. 


If a WTC tower were completely turned to dust, how much dust might we expect? 


Suppose the building's materials were reduced to 10% of its original volume. 


Volume of one WTC tower = (207 ft) x (207 ft) x (1368 ft) 
Dust Volume (from one WTC tower) = (1/10) x Volumetower (approx.) 
One square mile = (5280 ft) x (5280 ft) 
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Dust Volume for one WTC tower (approx.) = (1/10) x (207/5280)2 x (1368x12 inches) = 2.52 
inches deep over 1 square mile, or equivalent to 1-inch deep over 2.52 square miles. 


An area of 2.52 square miles would be a radius of 0.896 miles. Note that the area would include 
both land and water. 


Suppose the building's materials were reduced to only 5% of the original volume. 


Dust Volume for one WTC tower (approx.) = (1/20) x (207/5280)2 x (1368x12 inches) = 1-inch 
deep over 1.26 square miles, 


An area of 1.26 square miles would be a radius of 0.634 miles. 


These calculations suggest that the towers had enough material to yield dust about an inch deep and 
cover approximately a square mile in lower Manhattan, plus the dust carried over the Hudson River, 
the East River, Brooklyn, the Upper Bay, and into the upper atmosphere. So where did all the dust 
come from? It looks like it all came from the towers. 


Kingdome debris 


Other WTC data are consistent with an intact bathtub and low Richter reading. Conventional 
demolitions do not send dust far above the original building height, contrary to what we saw at the 
WTC. Figure 52 shows the Seattle Kingdome demolition. 


Visual evidence and the comments of experienced scrap guys verify an incredibly small stack. 


Kingdome debris... 
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(a) The Seattle Kingdome. (b) The Kingdome implosion starts. 





Ellen M. Banner © The Seattle Times 
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(c) The right and left sides are "pulled" first to fold the building inward. 


(d) The dust expands. 





(e) The cylindrical wall collapses. 


(Ð) The dust barely goes higher than the original height of the Kingdome. 





(g) The pile of rubble that remains includes all of the beams and concrete. Contrary to the 
WTC, all of the valuable furniture and fixtures had already been removed. 


(h) The building wasn't pulverized. It was merely cut into nice size pieces to load onto trucks. 
Look at how tiny the people are relative to the rubble pile. 
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WEFC2 and WFC3 


In addition to the dramatic dustification of the WTC buildings, many windows appear they were 
blown out from the inside, as seen in Figures 29(a) and 29(b). But, perhaps they shattered without 
being blown in or out. The World Financial Center buildings (WFC) are on the west side of West 
Street, across from the WTC. The Winter Garden, between WFC2 and WFC3, was destroyed by 
steel debris. However, WFC2 suffered no structural damage to the facade, only blown windows. 
WECS3 suffered structural damage to the southeast comer, but no steel beams hit above 


approximately the 20th floor. Figure 29(b) shows exercise equipment inside WFC2 where the 
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windows are blown/shattered. 
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29) Note the blown out windows at the WFC. There appears to be no other damage to the 
facade of WFC2 on left. 


299) (September 16, 2001) View from the WFC2 exercise room. 


Holes 


Buildings 5 and 6 had mysterious holes in them. Because of the verticality of these holes, their 
cause could not have been conventional explosives. WTC6, an eight-story building, lost about half 
of its volume and there was remarkably little debris left at the bottom of building. What happened? 
No one has attempted to explain these mysterious holes. 
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54) Every building that was destroyed had a prefix of WTC. There was surprisingly little 
collateral damage to nearby buildings that were not targeted. The WTC buildings that were 
not totally destroyed had multiple circular holes visible at Ground Zero -- especially in 
buildings WTC5 and WTC6. 
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55a) Notice how straight the vertical holes were that cut down through WTC6. 


Figure 55(a) looks west/northwest. Notice the substantial steel debris from the lower floors of 
WTC1 lying in the West Side Highway. This debris fell short of damaging the WFC2 façade, which 
only suffered broken windows (see Figure 29). The diagonal path of the steel "wheatchex" in the 
street look as if they leaned back, jumped out of the bathtub, tried to do a pirouette, and plopped 
down in the middle of the West Side Highway, almost ready for loading onto trucks. The coherence 
of this wall from WTC 1 laid out in West street in single thickness suggests that thermite was not 
used on this wall. Why? Because thermite would have cut steel, sent it tumbling down, creating a 
scattered trash pile of steel, and likely sending steel beams into adjacent buildings. 


The north side of the outer wall of WTC1 is standing unsupported, leaning toward WTC6. The east 
side of the remaining WTC1 wall appears to be the highest standing section of unsupported wall 
that remains. A "pancake collapse" would have crushed (destroyed, buckled) these outer walls, yet 
they remain standing at attention like a soldier. The floors connected to this outer wall seemed to 
have slipped away as if they had never existed. How could the floors be torn away from the walls, 
while the walls stay erect, unbuckled, and unsupported? It appears that that the floors were 
pulverized and simply disappeared. There is debris at the lobby level near the standing walls but 
there are no floor "pancakes" stacked up. 
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55b) The remarkable "lay down" of steel wheatchex from the lower stories of WTC1 on West 
Street (West Side Highway). The WTC3 debris pile is in the background, next to the 
unsupported WTC2 wall. 


55c) The three steel wheatchex stabbed into West Street in the foreground and the remains of 
WTCS3 in the background, in front of the west wall of WTC2. 
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56) This photo highlights the depth of the hole in WTC6. The "smoke" or pulverized dust 
from debris appears to have diminished in comparison to Figure 55(a). While there is 
abundance of aluminium cladding on the roofs of buildings 5 and 6, there is little or none in 
the holes. 


Figure 56 shows the remains of WTC6 just north of where WTC1 was standing. The vertical holes 
in WTC6 (U.S. Customs Building) have the shape of cylindrical core samples in soil. What could 
have done this? Explosives (dynamite, RDX, etc.)? Thermite? Mini-nukes? Beam weapon? 
Whatever it was produced vertically straight holes while doing little apparent horizontal damage to 
the balance of the interior of WTC6. In addition, the parking garage below WTC6 remained 
essentially undamaged, as Figure 1 on page 1 and Figure 304 below shows. 





11) Banker's Trust, a 40-story building, had pulverized dust and some WTC aluminum 
cladding on its roof -- plus some damage mostly confined to its lower floors. This same 
pattern prevails in other damaged buildings adjacent to the WTC complex. (See Figure 9, 
below.) This is surprisingly little damage following destruction of 110-story buildings directly 
across the street. Why is there no serious damage to the adjacent buildings above the 20th 
floors of those buildings? Such damage is less than 20% of the height of a Twin Tower. What 
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would explain why this? Disintegration and pulverization into talcum-powder-sized dust 
above the 20th floors would explain this. 


To Murray and Church Streets 
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9a) WTC5 on the left, the U.S. Postal Service building, and the two buildings to the right 
(north) of the postal building, have only modest dust and a few pieces of aluminum cladding 
on their roofs. A jet engine piece was found at the corner of Murray and Church Streets as 
indicated in Figure 9. 
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9(b). How could this piece fly through WTC2, over WTC5 and two more buildings, drop into 
that intersection by clearing the tallest building, land under scaffolding, not gouge the street or 
any building and not bump into any scaffolding supports? The Flight 175 engine piece 
apparently came in for a soft landing. 
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10) WFC2 had only pulverized dust and WTC aluminum cladding on its roofs. WFC2 
suffered only window damage only to its lower floors, despite the destruction of a 1/4-mile 
high building across the street. 


Locations 
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L 


Figure 59(a) maps the WTC area, with each WTC building, some surrounding buildings, and 
streets labeled. Figure 59(b) is a photograph of the WTC complex and surrounding buildings 
and streets from the same perspective. 


Overhead 
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57a) Some debris has been cleared, but the pulverized dust is still emerging. If most of the 
steel from the upper floors of WTC1 and WTC2 was pulverized, then how much steel was 
really shipped as scrap to China? Does anyone have these figures or the receipts? 
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57b) A view over the dome of WFC2 shows the damage to WTC6 in the center of the photo. 
To the left is the collapsed WTC7. Its debris stack is at least five stories high. To the right of 
WTCE6 is the remaining north wall of WTC1 which leans toward WTC6. Where did the wall 
go? Where did the top 100 floors of the north wall go? They did not fall on WTC6 or WT'C7 
because there are no steel wheatchex there. Some of the core of WTC1 remains, but where is 
the rest of the core? The amount of steel on the ground barely covers the ground. 
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1) The WTC twin towers towering over the skyscrapers of lower Manhattan. 
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Figure Vesey1. Looking east on Vesey Street from the West Street intersection after WTC1 
was destroyed, the Verizon building is on the left, WTC7 is behind the Verizon building, and 


911 Pictures 
sample Photo 
(631) 324-2061 
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WTCE6 is on the right. It looks like you could drive down Vesey Street in a four-wheel Jeep. 
Obviously most of WTC1 didn't fall into Vesey Street. 


Figure Vesey2. Another view looking east on Vesey Street. The Verizon building on the left 
suffered minor damage from a piece of WTC1 steel. A Jeep can traverse this debris which is 
mainly aluminum cladding and paper. Where did WTC1 go? 
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lobby(a). The lobby of WTC1 before 9/11. lobby(b). The lobby of WTC1 after 9/11. 


WTC6 





The Journal of 9/11 Research 
63a) Red box outlines the region of Figure 63. 
63b) Red box outlines the region of Figure 63 and locates WTC buildings. 


63) This shows the vertical cut-outs in the center of WTC6. To the left of WTC6 are the 
remains of WTC1. Note the fairly consistent diameter of the holes. The holes are essentially 





empty: little debris visible inside the holes. 
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63c) Left, pitchforks/wheatchex dimensions, right, wheatchex dimensioned in assembled 
group. 


You can locate the object above in the large photo (top center, near cranes) and use it as a 
scale. 


Figure 63 above is an overhead view of WTC6. This photo shows not a single cut-out but a cluster 
of vertical cut-outs that coalesce together and form a scalloped border. No collapsed floors are 
visible at the bottom of the hole and the heart of the building is gone. A bomb cannot do this. The 
debris inside the building is minimal and it all is at ground level, no deeper. The base of the north 
wall of WTC1 is to the left of WTC6, and you can see the remains of a cluster of core columns in 
the center of the WTC1 footprint. The debris from WTC1 is almost non-existent, dwarfed by the 
remains of the 8-story WTC6. 


By contrast, look at Figure 59(b) above to see how much taller than WTC1 was than WTC6 before 
9/11: 110 vs. 8 floors. WTC6 almost looked like a one-story building prior to 9/11, because it 
seemed so small in comparison to WTC1. 


The vertical cut-outs in WTC6 approximate the shape of circles (viewed from above), each with a 
diameter of approximately 24-feet, as measured and calculated from the known dimensions of the 
steel "wheatchex." Where did the core material of the building go? Was it disintegrated and 
pulverized into a fine dust? If so, then how? 
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WTC6-inside 





63z) Inside the 8-story WTC6 hole. 


63z a) Overhead view of WTC6, with labels at particular points that identify the 
corresponding location in Figure 63z. 


63z b) The same photo rotated 180° more naturally matches the corresponding points in 
Figure 63z. 


Figure 63z was taken from inside WTC6. The vertical cut-outs seen in Figure 63 do indeed appear 
to go completely to the ground floor, with relatively little debris remaining. The number of floors 
within the building can be counted and eight floors are visible (counting floors on the far side, top- 
down, appears easiest). The evidence suggests that all 8 floors somehow were pulverized or 
"disappeared." What could be the cause? 
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62a) Red box outlines the region of Figure 62. 
62b) Red box outlines the region of Figure 62 and locates WTC buildings. 


62) A close-up of WTC5 and its mysterious holes, shortly after the event. 
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62c) Alleged location of fuselage part and fuselage part atop WTCB5. 


Figure 62 shows the roof of WTC5, with considerable aluminum and some steel wheatchex on the 
left (south) and top (west). What could cause these holes? WTCS5 is not adjacent to a Twin Tower, as 
WTC4 and WTC6 were. Thus WTC5 was less likely to suffer damage from the destruction of a 
Twin Tower than WTC4 and WTC6 were, as shown by Figure 75 on page 6. A piece of aircraft 
fuselage was allegedly found on the roof of WTC5. Can you find the fuselage piece in Figure 62? If 
not, you're not alone. When did a fuselage piece shown in Figure 62(c) arrive on the roof of WTC5? 


The fuselage piece in Figure 62(d) made popular by Popular Mechanics is located between the two 
raised roof sections of WTC5. This location in the large picture is identified by a circle and arrow in 
the small photo, Figure 62(d). There is only one aircraft item, the rest is aluminium cladding and 
other building debris. 


WTC4 
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61) The remains of WTC4, a 9-story building, are at the lower left and the remains of WTC5, 
a 9-story building, are on the right. The main part of building 4, a 9-story building, virtually 
disappeared, leaving the north wing standing. 


61a) Red box outlines the region of Figure 61. 
61b) Red box outlines the region of Figure 61 and locates WTC buildings. 


Figure 61 is a zoomed out view with WTCS to the right (north) and the remains of the north wing of 
WTC4 near the bottom. The main part of WTC4 disappeared with virtually no debris left on the 
ground. Additional views of WTC4 are shown in Figure 78 on page 6. The "new" left-hand (south) 
side of the remaining wing of WTC4 is remarkably vertical and linear, appearing to have been cut 
straight down through the building from above. What could have made such a straight cut through 
WTC4, slicing off a large portion of the building? 





The Journal of 9/11 Research 

61c) The north wing of WTC4, as viewed from Church Streed, looking west, appears 
surgically removed from the main body of WTC4, which has essentially disappeared. If 
WTC2 fell on it and squashed the main building, where is the part of WTC2 that did this? 
60a) Red box outlines the region of Figure 60. 


60b) Red box outlines the region of Figure 60 and locates WTC buildings. 


60c) Yellow box locates north wing of WTC4. 





60d) Yellow box locates hole in Liberty Street by WTC2. 


60) WTC4 footprint at the bottom, the remaining WTC4 north wing on the right, and the 
WTC2 footprint above. 


Figure 60 shows the remains of the south tower and WTC4. The entire footprint of WTC2 is visible, 
but no core columns are visible. The debris stack is hard to assess, but we can see the base of the 
"trident" columns (or "pitchforks" in the ground) at the lobby level. Seeing these exposed 
"pitchforks" indicates that there is not much debris remaining from the 110-story building. Little of 
the main part of WTC4 remains. About 20 floors from the east wall of WTC2 lie in the place where 
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WTC4 used to be. Near the upper-left corner of the photo, the south wall of WTC2 leans over 
Liberty Street, and the mysterious black hole in the street can be seen through the missing 


wheatchex. This bizarre hole in Liberty Street appears to be the same phenomenon as the holes in 
WTC5 and WTCE6. 


Going underground 





302) Ground Zero workers near a stepladder in hole 2 in Liberty Street, identified by the 
guide in Figure 302b. The remaining wall of WTC2 is in the background. 


302a) Solid red box locates Figure 302. 


302b) Figure 302 is located in zone 2, above. Overhanging debris was removed before ladder 
was lowered into hole 2. 


In Figure 302 there is some strange "toasted" steel. The worker by the ladder stares down at several 
pieces of discoloured steel beams, and may be saying, "What the h**] is this?" There is a long red 
beam that rises from the lower-right corner that looks wavy like a serpent. Before the steel 
disintegrates, does it crinkle, become wavy, or shrivel? Near the tip of the "serpent" described 
above, there is a vertical piece of material that has a gold-copper appearance. Below the ladder, 
there are two similar gold pieces that are highly reflective. The WTC2 shows a strange pattern 
where the lower portion of a steel column is missing, but not its upper portion. Was gravity acting 
up at that point? In the background, behind the ladder, you can see a section of intact sidewalk with 
almost no debris on it. This is at the base of the 110-story South Tower, yet the sidewalk was not 
crushed by falling debris. 


Now we're going below ground level so let's review what we've been told: 


e We were shown WTC7 collapsing in 6.6 seconds and it looked like a conventional 
controlled demolition (CD). 
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e Then WTC landlord Larry Silverstein dropped an even bigger hint about WTC7 having been 
"pulled," oddly enough by FDNY, just in case we missed it. 


e Then we were told about "raging fires" that melted steel, then that the "raging fires" merely 
weakened the steel enough to cause a "progressive collapse." 


e We were also told that much of the steel went to China, so we should pine for data we don't 
have instead of looking at the data we do have. 


e More recently we were told about molten metal pouring out of a window, a story for which 
there are no eyewitnesses (yet). 


e And we no longer hear that all three buildings "fell down" but that all three buildings 
"collapsed" in free-fall time. 


e After our credulity has been strained beyond all limits, why should we believe that there 
were pools or even "ponds" of molten metal in the basements? Where is the evidence? 


Rising dust and vapour from zones in the rubble continued for weeks. This phenomenon needed an 
explanation. Pools of molten metal provided a plausible explanation, but is it a correct explanation? 
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Hole #2 





300) GZ workers descend into the sub-basement below WTC2. While there is extensive 
damage, there is little building debris at the bottom of the hole. There is no sign of molten 
metal. A worker in the distance walks along a massive core column. 


300a). Solid red box locates Figure 300. 


300b). Figure 300 is located in zone 2, above. Overhanging debris was removed before ladder 
was lowered into hole 2. 


Figure 300 looks down into the basement of WTC2 in zone 2 in shown in Figure 300(b). This is 
adjacent to the south-east corner of the bathtub wall which was damaged at the top. There seems to 
be a wet floor or puddle of water. There is no steam rising. There clearly is no molten metal visible 
in this section of the basement. 
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Hole #1 




















303) This hole adjacent to WT'C2 (zone 2 in Figure 303(c)) is through side-walk and 
pavement. This hole contains more debris than the hole discussed in Figure 300 above. It 
looks as if the debris fell in the hole. Note the scale, shown to the right. 


303a) Solid red box locates Figure 300. 
303b) Spacing of columns underground and approximate floor height. 


303(c). Figure 303 is located in zone 1, above. Overhanging debris was removed before 
ladder was lowered into hole 1. 


Figure 303 shows a hole outside the wall of WTC2 closest to Liberty street and exhibits a number 
of anomalous effects. One example is the missing lower portion of that beam on the right end. The 
three outer columns in the center of the picture have a strange flanged appearance as if they had 
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unfolded, and they look cooked. It looks as if a steel wheatchex dove into the hole. The fact that you 
can only see the tip of the wheatchex shows how far down the hole goes. 


The WTC2 columns are "pitch fork handles" at the lobby level, spaced on 10-foot centers. A six- 
foot person could lay between the columns with his feet against one column and reach out and 
almost touch the adjacent column. Large cars and trucks can fit between these columns. Therefore 
the column unwrapping effect is huge. Similar to figure 302, there are "serpent-like" steel beam 
remnants hanging over the hole. They look as though they stopped short of complete disintegration. 
The metal in the lower right corner of the picture, with a camouflage appearance, looks deformed 
and dissolved as if attacked by acid. There is a large amount of material distributed throughout that 
looks as if it were run through a paper shredder. In the lower levels, concrete rebar is exposed 
apparently because the concrete attached to it was pulverized. 


Mall Rescue 





311) "Hmmm...where do we start looking?" GZ workers begin to search in the mall in first 
subbasement level. 


312) "OK, here we go. Let's just start looking." This photo was taken inside the mall. The 
store sign "innovation" is visible on the left. 


The GZ workers in Figures 311 and 312 are not crawling on their hands and knees through dense 
debris in ruined subbasements. They are walking upright and not ducking beneath low-hanging 
ceilings. Does this look like a 1/4-mile tall tower crash-landed or pancake-collapsed into the 
basement? The lower portion of the steel from the east wall of WTC2, shown in Figure 60, is spread 
over the ground where the main section of WTC4 once stood. The mall is the first floor below all 
this steel, yet the mall was not crushed. 
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304) Why are they still hosing down the "pile" in March 2002? There appears to be smoke, 
dust, or vapour rising from the pile. Why? The light streaks across the photo appear to be 
reflections off the window of the photographer's aircraft. 





309) The southeast corner of big bathtub is in the background. Why are they hosing down the 
pile? A reader suggests that policemen are waiting to do forensic investigation. 


308) The southeast corner of the big bathtub again. Dust or smoke rises from the pile. The 
workers are wearing respirators, not simple dust masks, six months after 9/11. The dust or 
haze is very fine and does not settle out like regular dust would behind a vehicle on a dirt 
road. The policemen apparently are sifting through debris, looking for body parts. 
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Hot Spot? 


It has been widely reported that molten metal burned at Ground Zero (GZ) for up to 99 days despite 
continuous water poured on them and numerous rain storms. Supposedly, this is a smoking gun for 
controlled demolition. But, are these stories true? 


World Trade Center Area 
USGS/NASA/JPL 
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Heat(a). The official government image of thermal hot spots at Ground Zero five days after 
the "attacks." 
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Heat(b). The official government image of thermal hot spots at Ground Zero 12 days after the 
event. 
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Heat(c). The hot spots are labeled A through G at Ground Zero five days after the "attacks." 
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Thermal Hot Spots 
September 16, 2001 September 23, 2001 





Thermal(a). Thermal map excerpt taken September 16, 2001. Zone F was the largest hot spot. 


Thermal(b). Thermal map excerpt taken September. 
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Thermal(c). Solid red box locates the F hole shown in Figure Thermal (a) and (b). This is the 
same location shown in Figure 302 and 300. 


Figure Thermal (a) shows thermal imaging of WTC on September 16, 2001, and F is the largest hot 
spot. We understand that the raw data came from NASA and then these images were produced by 
USGS using the NASA data. How reliable are these data? Assume the data are valid for the sake of 
argument. Figure Thermal(b), September 23, 2001, shows no large hot spots anywhere, casting 
doubt on the stories of long-lived molten metal. So, if the imaging data are reliable, then the hot 
spots disappeared within two weeks, not 99 days. But there are reasons to suspect that the imaging 
data are false. A spot like F would seem to be the most likely location to find molten metal, yet this 
spot coincides with hole 2 as shown in Figure 300 above, where we found no evidence of molten 
metal. Instead it appears to be a damp basement. 


There are other reasons to doubt the stories of "pools of molten metal." First, the stories of molten 
metal come from interested parties like the head of Tully Construction and Controlled Demolition, 
Inc. Second, there are no photos of molten metal that we believe are reliable. Third, there are no 
photos of the solidified molten metal after it cooled either in place or being carried out. There's no 
evidence of molten metal before, during, or after. Fourth, the molten metal may be a cover story to 
hide the grim truth. Vehicle dust kicked up on a dirt road does not take six months to settle out. Dust 
from traditional controlled demolition settles out quickly, even after being jack-hammered and 
pushed around. But the dust at the WTC was so ultra-fine that hosing it down would have been a 
wise thing to do. It is quite possible that GZ workers were not hosing down molten metal but were 
hosing down ultra-fine dust and the fumes of molecular dissociation. 
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Toasted cars 


Preliminary transcript 


Diane Sawyer: And I've got Don Dayo (?) in here with me, we're dividing up all the duties, here, 
and he's been down to the scene, and also J.D. Hopfer (?) who says he's just a volunteer who came 
in here from California and was around the area. 


I just wanted to know how much fire is there. You said you were just at Ground Zero. How much 
fire is left? 


J.D. Hopfer (?): 


Well at Building Seven there was no fire there whatsoever, but there was one truck putting water on 
the building. But, it's collapsed completely. And then, the other building, that there were some 
flames still coming up was in World Trade Center One, not a lot. 


Diane Sawyer: You said you saw melted tour busses? Melted cars? 


J.D. Hopfer (?): The cars that were right down there, ...it was just unbelievable. They were twisted 
and melted into nothing. The build... the debris is just unbelievable. And then you can see fire trucks 
and police vehicles that were down there early, that um, all their windows, their windshields, are 
completely blown out -- from, ...it must have been from when debris dropped. 


Introduction 


A reported 1400 vehicles were damaged on 9/11. [Reference] These vehicles had peculiar patterns 
of damage and some were as far away as FDR Drive (about 7 blocks from the WTC, along the East 
River). Vehicles had missing door handles for example, windows blown out, window frames 
deformed, melted engine blocks, steel-belted tires with only the steel belts left, and vehicle front 
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ends destroyed with little or no effect on the back end of the vehicles. What could have caused such 
extraordinary damage? Portions of cars burned while paper nearby did not. 


64) Peculiar wilting of car doors and deformed window surrounds on FDR Drive. 





65) Map of lower Manhattan shows the WTC and FDR Drive a half mile or more apart. Arial 
view of lower Manhattan. 





65a) Notice the dust-covered car in front of the toasted police car. There is also debris on the 
pavement away from the main part of the road. They probably couldn't clean it very well 
because the toasted cars were there. 
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65b) Notice the dust-covered car behind the toasted police car. There is also debris on the 
pavement away from the main part of the road. So, it appears the roadway has been washed 
already. 





65c) Notice the two dust-covered cars under the bridge. How did the dust fall there? Obviosly 
there were strong enough air currents to put it there. It's interesting how the drying pavement 
looks like it does after its been treated for snow and ice. (This is thought to be the entrance 
ramp to the Brooklyn Bridge from southbound FDR Drive.) 
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66) Toasted cars in a lot near the WTC. 


67) Blistered car on FDR Drive with unburned upholstery and unburned plastic window 
molding. 





68) Front half of a car burned with a shiny, unburned rear end. 


69) What burned and dragged these cars and mangled the left rear wheel? Where are the door 
handles? 
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70) What was this thing across the street? Was it a car? Was it a van? What caused that line of 
burn marks on the hood of the car in the foreground on the right? In the left foreground, the 
remains of a vehicle sit atop a white sedan. Are we looking at the front or the back end? It 
looks like the front end and if it is, its engine is missing. We can see daylight through the 
wheel well. 


Peeling Appearance 


Many vehicles had their outer surface peeled away like a sardine can. In some instances, clearly 
there is more than peeling paint was involved. It appears that the sheet metal delaminated as though 
something caused the material to melt or disintegrate at a certain depth. In some cases it appears 





71) What happened to the axles, wheels, and tires? On the doors, it appears that a heavy layer 
of paint peeled down from the top, yet the paint on the lower part of the doors has not been 
peeled away. Wow did the wheel get under the rear suspension? 
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72) The car with the flat tire appears to have "wilted" from heat, from the top down, leaving a 
peeling appearance on the back end. The SUV on its right is missing all its window glass 
except for the windshield. The vehicle on the far right has no trace of tires, no door handles, 
no tail lights, and no windows. Why? 





73) The peeling on the side door appears to be delaminated. Sheet metal is not laminated, so 
why would it do this? 


74) Why does this ambulance have melted inside doors? The inside looks to have suffered 
more heat damage than the outside. What would cause that? 








75) Oddly enough, there were also toasted cars at the Pentagon on 9/11. 


76) This is the same vehicle shown in the previous figure after the fires were extinguished. 
Why is the passenger door burned? Note how the hood is curled up. 


Other Anomalies 


The pictures below document a wide variety of damage to vehicles, including total incineration of 
vehicles, toasted and disappeared engine blocks, steel-belted tires with no rubber and only steel 
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belts, deformed wheels, missing grills, broken and missing vehicle windows and mirrors, no door 
handles, wilted doors, and unburned paper next to burning cars. 


i= 


Sample Phalo 
(631) 324-20) 


ie, < 





Figure firetruck. A badly damaged fire truck. Where did its engine go? The bottom of the tire 
has turned to goo below a distinct horizontal line in the tire. 


Figure hazmat. A FDMY Hazmat truck in front of WTC6 on West Street. The remaining upper 
part of the truck has been peeled and evaporated in areas. The upper part of the cab is gone 
and the engine block seems to have disappeared. The photo was taken on 9/11 after WTC1 
disappeared but before WTC7 collapsed. 
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66e) Why would the front of this fire truck wilt? 


66h) Is there something attractive about engine blocks? Why not gasoline fuel tanks? 





77) The mail truck parked on the left side of the street looks burnt. Why? (Click on photo for 
enlarged view.) The building on the left is the USPS Federal Building and on the right is 
WTC7. WTCS is on fire at the end of the street. Why? If this area is hot enough for 
spontaneous combustion, why isn't the paper on fire? The cars on the right side of the street 
are also toasted. 


Figure flip. Why is this car upside down? A burned out SUV with missing windows and 
toasted front end is parked in front of WFC2 on West Street but will not be moving under its 
Own power. 
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Lower Manhattan 





Figure Map. Arial view of lower Manhattan. 


FDR Drive 





66a) Cars along FDR drive were randomly toasted. These cars are at least 1/2 mile away from 
the WTC. Note the waviness of the tire tracks. What happened? 


66b) Wheels appear to have steel-belts from the tires still on them. 
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66c) Did one car run under the other during the event or were they stacked after the event? 
The marks in the pavement suggest they were pushed to the side of the road. 


66d) The remains of a steel-belted tire without the rubber. This is a close-up of the figure 
above. 





66j) The front end of this FDNY car is toasted and mildly deformed, while the door appears 
undamaged and the window glass is intact. The debris on this car suggests it was near the 
WTC. 


66f) While the bodies of these toasted vehicles still exist, they've been incinerated. All of the 
softer materials inside and out have disappeared. 
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66k) This Toasted Interior was consumed except for the fire extinguisher. 


661) The front half of car 2723 is toasted, but check out the new wax job on the back. Notice 
the missing front door handle and the untouched back door handle. 
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66m) What happened to the top half of car 1250? The doors are crinkled up, but the rear tire 
looks OK. 


66n) There is extensive damage to the front of car 2723, including no door handle on the 
driver's door. There is an unusual, unburned circular area on the rear door. 
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Towed? 





66g) This fire seems to be very selective. 


66i) A minivan is consumed by flames. The fire rages inside the vehicle, contained by the 
remaining windows. The fire appears more intense at the front where the engine is. 





Figure onfire1. The tires and even the pavement under the car are on fire. The windows 
appear to be intact with no visible interior fire. There is line of fire along the trunk lid. The 
right front fender is deformed and has turned white. 


Figure onfire2. A fire rages, apparently on Vesey Street, sending up thick black smoke. These 


may be the vehicles that eyewitness Rebecca O. described as she ran past WTC6 during the 
destruction of WTC2. 
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Missing Windows 





660) Why doesn't the paper burn? 


66p) No window? What happened to the rear-view mirror? 
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66q) Why is the rubber window gasket hanging outward? 


66r) Sans windows. (But nice tire!) 
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66s) Why is the paper shredded but nothing else apparently disturbed? 


66t) What blew out the windows without damaging the rest of the fire truck? 





66u) The window gasket is on the outside. What blew out the windows? What dislodged the 
front grill? 


66v) It didn't blow out just the middle portion of the windows; it blew out the windows all the 
way back to the frame where it was mounted. 
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66w) Hosing down the windowless fire truck. 


66x) Final cleaning of the windowless fire truck. 





66y) What could have caused such extensive damage to this car? Has the passenger side 
shoulder harness survived? Where's the steering wheel? 


66z) Why is this fire truck burnt? It is missing its front grill, headlights, and related front end 
bright-work. Where are the tires? 
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Most of the 1400 toasted cars had some, if not all, windows missing. What would cause this? Figure 
yy, below, shows a silver convertible with its top apparently intact but missing some of its window 
glass. If the windows were blown out from pressure inside, we would expect the convertible top to 
have been torn or blown off. This suggests that the windows were not blown out by internal 
pressure, but may have been shattered by some other mechanism. 





yy) The cars parked in the back suffered extensive damage. The car on the left and on the far 
right look like they have had their engines eaten. The cars in the foreground experienced less 
damage, but many windows are missing, however partial and whole windows also remain. 


78) Why is this windshield crumpled up? Curiously, the interior of the car does not appear to 
contain anything that crashed through the windshield. 


Toasted Parking Lot 





toast1) afterWTC2 was destroyed there don't appear to be any fires. 


toast2a) The cloud from the destruction of WTC1 rolls toward the parking lot. 
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toast2b) Just after WTC1 is destroyed, fires start to burn the vehicles in the large lot, but not 
the paper. Why? 
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toast3) The vehicle fires increase in strength as sunling begins to emerge through the clearing 
dust cloud. 


toast4) The air upwind of the WTC has visably become clearer. The vehicle fires continue 
increasing and flames can be seen. 
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5) The air has cleared after the destruction of WTC1. This area would be first to clear as it is 
upwind of the WTC. The fire in the toasted lot has increased in strength, consistent with it 
having just been started. 





toast6) Sunlight begins streaming through the intersection. 
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toast7) The intersection and the grasssy lot are covered with paper and dust that did not burn. 
So, what caused the vehicles to suddenly catch fire? 


toast8) How did these cars catch on fire? 





street9a) Gone with the Wind 

At the corner of West and Vesey, looking south toward the WTC complex. WTC1 was just 
destroyed and the people are cautiously emerging from their hiding places and slowly 
approaching the site with puzzled looks on their faces. "Where'd it go?" This appears to be 
about the same time as that of the previous three figures. 


street9b) Gone with the Wind 

A view west along Vesey street across the West St. intersection. The toasted parking lot is on 
the right in the distance. This is after WTC1 was destroyed. Sunlight is visible on WFC3 (on 
left). Paper in the foreground is not on fire. Why are vehicles in the parking lot on fire at some 
distance away? 





toast10) Toasted cars in the lot northwest of the WTC complex. There is little visible rust, so 
the photo was probably within a day or two of 9/11/01. 


toast11) Not much visible rust, yet. 
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toast13) A lot more rust. toast14) Towing finally begins. 


99 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 





toast15) Presumably these cars are finally being towed away from that lot. Those wheels look 
fairly good which means they probably aren't steel. 


toast16) The background is near the WTC 
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70) From FEMA report: [Link(pdf)] 


71) Bankers Trust Building on Liberty Street, across from WTC2. (FEMA picture) 
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Figure 6-10 Area of collapsed floor slab in bays between C-8, E-8, C-7, and E-7, from the 15th floor. 


72) From FEMA report: (Fig6-10.) Why is this beam shriveled up? This seems to be a 
common theme. [Link(pdf)] 
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Planes Ordered to Land 


source: http://www.usatoday.com/news/sept1 1/2002-08-12-clearskies_x.htm 
http://www.usatoday.com/news/sept1 1/2002-08-12-hijacker-daytwo_x.htm 
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73) Timeline of events 


10:00 


11:00 12:00 13:00 


Time 


e 9:26 a.m.: Rookie FAA Manager Bans All Take Offs Nationwide, Including Most Military 
Flights? Mineta Asserts He Issues Order Minutes Later 


e 9:30 a.m.: United Flights Are Instructed to Land Immediately; American Follows Suit 


e 9:45 a.m.: Senior FAA Manager, on His First Day on the Job, Orders All Planes Out of the 


Sky Nationwide 


e After 9:55 a.m.: Langley Fighters Receive Vague Order to Protect White House 


e 10:31 a.m.: Military and Law Enforcement Flights Resume 


e 10:31 a.m.: NEADS Does Not Pass Along NORAD Shootdown Order 
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Explosions 


[explosive testimony: thank and reference DRG and quote sample testimonies] 
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83) Decoy squibs? 
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WTC7 versus the Twin Towers 
What does CD look like? 





84a) Scooping up the building. 


lag to ok 

i sags 

gag 

gna EEEE 
É; pmpn m H ECE E 
Kai M-i: 


7 AB au 45 uawa 
| Ladi hie 





105 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


85a) 85b) Traditional CD doesn’t do this 85c) 


Traditional CD doesn't do this. 








86a) 86b) 86c) 


Rubble "pile"? 
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87a) 87b) 87c) 
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87d) On the afternoon of 9/11/01 the "rubble pile" left from WTC1 is essentially non-existent. 
WTC7 can be seen in the distance, revealing the photo was taken before 5:20 PM that day. 


87e). The "rubble pile" from WTC1 is essentially non-existent. The ambulance is parked at 
ground level in front of WTC1. WTC6, which had been an eight-story building, towers over 
the remains of WTC1. 


pi 
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88a) WTC6 from across Vesey street. WTC6 is an eight-story building and it dwarfs the 
rubble pile of WTC1. 


88b) You can see the remains of WTC1 on the other side of WT'C6. (WTC6 is in the 
foreground.) The amount of rust on beams adjacent to the hole in WTC6 is impressive. 





Camelot! (Camelot is where it only rains at night and the leaves all fall into neat little piles.) 
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91) WTC7 left a bigger pile than either WTC1 or WTC2. Note how small the people are 
relative to the "pile. 


92) WTC7 was not completely pulverized. Note the wall-board that remained on the surface. 
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Clearly WTC7 was not taken down by conventional CD. We are noting that the destruction of 
WTC7 was different than WTC1 and WTC2. But, what happened to WTC7 is beyond the scope of 
this article. 


Conventional CD doesn't totally pulverize buildings. 
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Pedro Perez © The Seattle Times 


93a) Indy's Market Square Arena goes out in clouds of smoke, collapsed in less than 15 
seconds. The blast was heard up to 25 miles away. 


93b) What remains of the Kingdome. 
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94) This file cabinet "probably survived because it was in the basement." Click on picture for 
video (courtesy of thewebfairy.com). 





95) Note the print on these compressed pieces of paper. 


Eyewitness testimony 
WORLD TRADE CENTER TASK FORCE INTERVIEW 


EMT PATRICIA ONDROVIC 
Interview Date: October 1, 2001 


I guess that's North Park. It's a big green, grassy area, and there's nothing there. As I was 
running up here, two or three more cars exploded on me. They weren't near any buildings at 
that point, they were just parked on the street. The traffic guys hadn't gotten a chance to tow 
anything yet, cause this was all during the first hour I guess of this thing happening. So there 
were still cars parked on the street that were completely independent of that. Three cars blew 
up on me, stuff was being thrown. I went home all bruised that day. Thank God it was only 
bruises. I just ran into this park along with a bunch of other people, and stuff was still blowing 
up, I don't think I looked back, but you couldn't see anything, everything was just black. I was 
running and I was falling over people, cause people were crawling on the ground cause they 
couldn't see anymore. I just kept on running north. I could smell water, so I just kept on 
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running towards the water, cause I knew that my coat was on fire, and I figured well, if I can 
see a boat over the water, I'm just gonna jump onto the boat and take that thing to Jersey, 
cause no one wants to blow up Jersey. Stuff is still blowing up behind me, as I'm running. I 
can hear stuff exploding. I could hear rumbling, the street under me was moving like I was in 
an earthquake. I've been in those, so I know what they feel like. It felt like an earthquake. 
There was no where safe to go. As I was running north in this park, and then I could start 
seeing again a little bit, and I just kept looking in the sky. Cause the captain was saying there's 
another plane heading in our direction, I was looking for another plane. I saw something in 
the sky, it was a plane, but it was way out. It looked like it was over Jersey or something, then 
it wasn't there anymore. I saw a small fireball, and it was gone. I saw two other planes. One 
Came in one way, and the other came in the other way, and there was a plane in the middle 
that was way far off in the distance. Then the plane in the middle just disappeared into a little 
fire ball. It looked like the size of a golf ball from where I could see it. And the other two 
planes veered off into opposite directions. I just kept on running north. About fifteen blocks 
later, I had no idea that that was just the first tower that had come down. 


Patricia Ondrovic's transcript, or here 


Killtown's interview with Patricia Ondrovic 


FIREFIGHTER FERNANDO CAMACHO WTC2 Explosions 


We went across the lobby of the hotel, going north, and we exited and made a right going 
towards the second tower, the south tower. We must have walked about 100-200 feet to 
revolving doors, which led into a hallway to where the mall was. I could see maybe 20, 
civilians and I believe Ladder 25, which was about another 100 to 150 feet ahead of us. As we 
came in through the revolving doors, the lights went out. A second or two later everything 
started to shake. You could hear explosions. We didn't know what it was. We thought it was 
just a small collapse. 


As I looked straight ahead of me, I saw total darkness. Everything was coming our way like a 
wave. The firefighters that were ahead of us and the civilians that were ahead of us totally 
disappeared. We turned around. We were all pretty much within ten feet of each other: 
lieutenant, chauffeur, roof, OV, can. As we turned around, I ran probably maybe ten feet and 
that's when the body of the building or body of the collapse hit, and we were flying through 
the air basically. I must have flown 30, 40 feet through the air. Then total quiet. You couldn't 
breathe. You couldn't see anything. 


http://www.flcv.com/firemen.html 


Firnando Camacho's transcript 


Technique 
How'd "they" do it? 
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==>> What was the order of events and what were the events? 
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Order 


Here it is: 


1. WTC5 (?) 


In the Rick Seigel film, 911eyewitness, a broad and diffuse puff of "smoke" is seen rising from 
"near the base" of WTC2, shortly before it goes "poof." Could "they" have been warming up the 
gizmo, giving it the final "proof of concept" test drive, using WTC5? 


2a. WTC2 

2b. WTC3 (the first part) 

2c. WTC4 

3a. WTC1 

3b. WT C3 (finishing the job) 

3c. WTCS5 (the holes appeared during the destruction of WTC1) 

3d. WT C6 (the whole job?, the holes appeared during the destruction of WTC1) 


4. WTC7 (the encore presentation) 
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Tipping 





74a) Was the top deliberately tipped over? Note the diagonal shearing of the building, ending 
at the upper right edge (upper blue arrow) where it detonates as the building tips. In the video, 
there is a large chunk of "wheatchex" that is left standing, momentarily. The appearance is 
rather odd and warrants further study. Another tipping video. 


In the above video, it can be seen that the initial detonations on the left side are all along the floor 
that is pointed out by the red arrow. I would expect that the floors which align with the lower blue 
arrow (on the right). 







more 
stress 





Before tipping 


After tipping 


74b) 74c) 
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With less stress (upper right arrow of Figure 74(a)), why is it failing and why is it exploding? 


A few years ago, I thought this was equivalent to, "oops, we got the wires crossed." And, I thought 
it was an excellent "save." But now, from the above videos, it is fairly clear that a "save" could not 
be orchestrated within the time in which this event took place. It must have been planned this way! 
But, why? 
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74d) Demolition starts bad: the top 300 feet of WTC 2 tilted as much as 23° before being. 
74e). 
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74e) No one had ever attempted to demolish a building nearly the size of a twin tower, and 
smoke from WTC 1 helped to distract and cover up problems in destroying WTC 2. 


WTC2 "fell" first and the top tipped first, before it "fell." Why? It appears that this was done to 
minimize damage. Note the following diagrams. 





75a) Error zone for WTC1 75b) Satellite Photo 75c) Error zone for WTC2 


Map adopted from http://www.debunk911myths.org/ 





116 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


Realizing this is the first time a quarter-mile high building has been destroyed in this manor, the 
"easiest" approach is desired in the event of a learning curve. 


Considering Figure 75(a), if WTC1 is destroyed first, it would be good to stay away from WTC2 
(purple zones right and down, Figure 75(a)) to avoid complicating the situation for the subsequent 
job. However, if WTC1 tips north, it risks damaging the Verizon building and WTC7. If WTC1 tips 
west, it risks damaging WFC2 and WEC3. 


Considering Figure 75(c), if WTC2 is destroyed first, it would be good to stay away from WTC1 
(purple zones left and up) to avoid complicating the situation for the subsequent job. However, if 
WTC2 tips south, it risks damaging the Bankers Trust building. But if WTC2 tips east (to the right), 
it only risks damaging WTC4. 


Because of its close proximity to WTC2, it can be assumed that WTC4 will be destroyed anyway 
(collateral damage)(green zone). Similarly, because of its close proximity to WTC1, it can be 
assumed that WTC6 will be destroyed anyway (collateral damage)(green zone). So, to minimize 
damage, the optimum choice would be to destroy WTC2, first, while tipping the top portion to the 
east. If that tip of WTC2 is "Blown to Kingdom Come," the remaining portion of the building may 
be more manageable. 


How much to tip 


If the top portion of WTC2 is allowed to tip to the east (where it can be destroyed), the remaining 
portion of the building is a shorter, more manageable, size. So, if one were to pick the level at which 
the building would be "hit," the choice would be based on the maximum that would fall within the 
error zone ("spill-over zone" ). For WTC2, the error zone (or spill-over zone) was much larger than 
for WTC1 (see above). 
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76) If WTC2 fell on it and squashed the main building, where is the part of WTC2 that did 
this? 
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77a) Near the corner of Church and Liberty immediately after the event. 


77b) Near the corner of Church and Liberty shortly after the event. 











78a) 78b) 


How can WTC2 falling on WTC4 pulverize both? It's unbelievable what a clean cut there is, 
separating WTC4's north wing. If WTC2 slammed into WTC4 with enough force to pulverize 
both, it certainly would have produced an equivalent earthquake much greater than that of the 
Seattle Kingdome. 
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80a) 80b) Hole in the street picture. 


The red circles show regions where there are holes into the sub-basements. The purple circles 
show regions of probable holes. 
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80c) Holes 
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81) These look like healthy beams, not damaged/failed beams. These folks are suspended only 
a few stories above the ground. (little to no rubble pile below them) 


Conclusions 


Does Such Technology Exist? 





96a) microwave oven 
First discovered 1945 by Percy Spencer 
First Radarange 1947 by Raytheon. 


96b) Laser pointers are so common that they have become key chain ornaments 


96b) Laser pointers are available in different wavelengths 


The "LASER" was in concept form as early as 1905 and 1917, but came to the "proof of concept 
stage" in 1953 with microwave energy but not with visible light until 1957. So, it was only fair to 
consider the range from 1953-1957 as the true "proof of concept" time. The concept was around 
since 1917, but not proven. You can say that it was technically proven in 1953, but truly proven by 
November 1957 by Gordon Gould, graduate student of Dr. Charles Townes. It was first 
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97a) This does not look like a prototype. 97b) 


98) Iraq - laser weapons documentary 


The statements by Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld and General Myers excerpted from the 
aboved archived press conference from 2003 are especially revealing: 


JOURNALIST: Mr. Secretary, can I ask you a question about some of the technology that you're 
developing to fight the war on terrorists, specifically directed energy and high-powered microwave 
technology? When do you envision that you can weaponize that type of technology? 


DONALD RUMSFELD (appearing noticeably uncomfortable with the question): In the normal 
order of things, when you invest in research and development and begin a developmental project, 
you don't have any intention or expectations that one would use it. On the other hand, the real world 
intervenes from time to time, and you reach in there and take something out that is still in a 
developmental stage, and you might use it. 


JOURNALIST: But you sound like you're willing to experiment with it. 


GENERAL MYERS: Yeah, I think that's the point. And I think we have from the beginning of this 
conflict... I think General Franks [commander of U.S. forces in Iraq] has been very open to looking 
at new things, if there are new things available, and has been willing to put them into the fight, even 
before they've been fully wrung out... And we will continue to do that. 
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Toasted Cars - One is in Iraq and one is on FDR Drive 


Additional information of interest: video, transcript 


Antimatter Weapons 
Excerpt from antimatter weapons. 


"These two characteristics are still valid today and entirely justify the interest in antimatter. The 
first, is that the release of usable energy per unit mass is greater in annihilation than in any other 
nuclear reaction. One proton-antiproton annihilation releases 300 times more energy than a fission 
or fusion reaction. The second, is that when antimatter is brought in the proximity of matter, 
annihilation starts by itself, without the need of a critical mass as in fission, and without the ignition 
energy needed in fusion." 


Excerpts from the following article 


Air Force pursuing antimatter weapons 
Program was touted publicly, then came official gag order 


Keay Davidson, Chronicle Science Writer 
Monday, October 4, 2004 


"The energy from colliding positrons and antielectrons "is 10 billion times ... that of high 
explosive," Edwards explained in his March speech. Moreover, 1 gram of antimatter, about 
1/25th of an ounce, would equal "23 space shuttle fuel tanks of energy." Thus "positron 
energy conversion," as he called it, would be a "revolutionary energy source" of interest to 
those who wage war. 


It almost defies belief, the amount of explosive force available in a speck of antimatter -- even 
a speck that is too small to see. For example: One millionth of a gram of positrons contain as 
much energy as 37.8 kilograms (83 pounds) of TNT, according to Edwards' March speech. A 
simple calculation, then, shows that about 50-millionths of a gram could generate a blast 
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equal to the explosion (roughly 4,000 pounds of TNT, according to the FBI) at the Alfred P. 
Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City in 1995. " 


"T think," he said, "we need to get off this planet, because I'm afraid we're going to 
destroy it." 


Testing 





e The Tactical High Energy Laser, built by Northrop Grumman Corporation for the U.S. 
Army, shot down multiple mortar rounds Aug. 24, proving that laser weapons could be 
applied on the battlefield to protect against common threats. 


In tests representative of actual mortar threat scenarios, the THEL testbed destroyed both 
single mortar rounds and mortar rounds fired in a salvo at White Sands Missile Range, N.M. 


Source: Northrop Grumman 
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e THEL Multiple-Rocket Shootdown 


In tests at the White Sands Missile Range, the Northrop Grumman-built THEL, jointly 
developed by the U.S. Army and the Israel Ministry of Defense, has shot down 25 Katyusha 
rockets, singly and in salvos. 


Source:Northrop Grumman 


| a l 
== Beam Control 





Fire Control 


” Laser Device Prime Power 





a) The Star War in Iraq: Maurizio Torrealta e Sigfrido Ranucci, RaiNews 24 [Transcript] 


b) VideoLaser-based unexploded ordnance and landmine neutralization system 
New weapons and how they may change war subject of talk Thursday at Museum 


The E-Bomb: How America's New Directed-Energy Weapons Will Change the Way Future 


DR. J. DOUGLAS BEASON, Col. (USAF, ret.), a key architect and leading expert of directed- 
energy research for the past twenty-six years, holds a Ph.D. in laser-technology physics. He has 
served at the White House, working for the President's Science Advisor in both the Clinton and 
Bush administrations. Today he is on the Board of Directors of the Directed Energy Professional 
Society, and at Los Alamos National Laboratory he is Director of Threat Reduction. Dr. Beason is 
the author of twelve books, including some popular fiction techno-thrillers, and over one hundred 
scholarly papers and other works. He is a Fellow of the prestigious American Physical Society. 
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100) There are a lot of wavelengths here to pick and choose from or "mix and match" (i.e. it 
need not be just one frequency). 


Why did Donald Rumsfeld, in January 2001, have a premonition predicting 9/11? 


In January 2001, a commission led by Donald Rumsfeld warned of growing threats to U.S. 
space assets from so-called "rogue states." The commission cited the dangers of a Pearl 
Harbor-style attack in space. It recommended that the President be given the option of putting 
weapons in space to protect U.S. assets. The article noted that Rumsfeld, upon taking over as 
defense secretary, "put in place many of his commission's recommendations." 


Source: FAS 


Conclusions 


Here are the principal data that must be explained: 


1. The Twin Towers were destroyed faster than physics can explain (at free fall speed 
"collapse"). 


They underwent mid-air pulverization and were turned to dust before they hit the ground. 


The protective bathtub was not significantly damaged by the destruction of the Twin Towers. 


= i 


The rail lines, the tunnels and most of the rail cars had only light damage. 
5. The WTC mall survived well, witnessed by Warner Bros. Road Runner and friends. 


6. The seismic impact was minimal, far too small based on our comparison with the Kingdome 
controlled demolition. 


7. The Twin Towers were destroyed from the top down, not bottom up. 


8. The demolition of WTC7 was whisper quiet and the seismic signal was no greater than 
background noise. 
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a: 


10. 


11. 
12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 
20. 
21. 


22. 


The upper 80 percent, approximately, of each tower was turned into fine dust and did not 
crash to the earth. 


The upper 90 percent, approximately, of WTC7 was turned into fine dust and did not crash 
to the earth. 


File cabinet with folder dividers survived. 


Office paper was densely spread throughout lower Manhattan, unburned, often along side 
burning cars. 


Vertical round holes were cut into buildings 4, 5 and 6, plus a cylindrical arc into Bankers 
Trust and into Liberty street in front of Bankers Trust. 


All planes except top secret missions were ordered down until 10:31 a.m. (when only 
military flights were allowed to resume), after both towers were destroyed, and only two 
minutes after WTC 1 had been destroyed. 


Approximately 1,400 motor vehicles were towed away, toasted in strange ways, during the 
destruction of the Twin Towers. 


The order and method of destruction of each tower minimized damage to the bathtub and 
adjacent buildings. 


Twin Tower control without damaging neighboring buildings, in fact all seriously damaged 
or destroyed buildings had a WTC prefix, and no others. 


The north wing of WTC 4 was left standing, neatly sliced from the main body which 
virtually disappeared. 


The WTC1 and WTC2 rubble pile was far too small to account for the mass. 
The WTC7 rubble pile was too small and contained a lot of mud. 


Eyewitness testimony about toasted cars, instant disappearance of people by "unexplained" 
waves, a plane turning into a mid-air fireball, electrical power cut off moments before WTC 
2 destruction, and the sound of explosions. 


There were many flipped cars in the neighborhood of the WTC complex near trees with full 
folliage. 


The possibility that a technology exists. Since invention of the microwave for cooking in 1945 and 


laser beam in 1955*, commercial and military development of beam technology has proceeded 


apace, so use of high-energy beams are likely 
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What theories are available to explain these phenomena? We can identify seven theories: 
e Natural causes such as earthquakes and hurricanes 
e Arson 
e The official theory of airplane impact, fires and weakened steel collapsing 
e Conventional demolition with explosives such as RDX, dynamite, etc. 
e Demolition via thermite or its variants 
e Fission or fusion nukes (and clean bombs) 


e Beam weapons, energy weapons, directed-energy weapons (DEW) 


No one proposes that an earthquake destroyed the Twin Towers from the top down. The theory is 
contradicted by nearly all the data above. For example, no earthquake can toast cars in inexplicable 
patterns. 


In fact, the data refute theories a to e—natural, arson, official, conventional and thermite demolition— 
in particular the intact bathtub, minimal seismic impact, and "dustification" prove nothing close to 1 
million tons of material slammed down on the WTC foundation and its sub-basements. The debris 
stacks left where the Twin Towers once stood hardly covered the ground. The rescue dogs and 
workers did not climb up a tall pile but had to repel down to search for survivors. The arson and 
thermite theories fail to explain every data point, but all the unburned paper in particular refute any 
high-temperature based hypothesis. 


The nuclear theory fails because an explosion powerful enough to turn most of each tower to dust 
would have seriously damaged the bathtub, probably flooded lower Manhattan, and spiked a high 
Richter reading. It violates a number of data points, including the observed top-down disintegration. 
And if a nuke were at the top, it could not progressively destroy lower floors and there were only a 
few steel beams tossed onto adjacent buildings and none above the 20th floor. Lots of aluminum 
cladding was tossed onto neighboring buildings’ roofs but no steel beams. How could a nuke be so 
selective? It could not. Nor can a nuke explain the toasted cars. 


All the data are consistent with an energy weapon. For example, consider the round holes in 
buildings 5 and 6 and in Liberty Street. A directed-energy weapon by definition could cut into 
buildings, destroy material and leave discrete boundaries in the buildings. We know of no other 
explanation that has been offered for these peculiar holes. Similarly, some 1,400 cars were toasted 
in inexplicable patterns, and no alternative explanation to energy displacement has been offered. 


Beam Weapons, Energy Weapons, and Directed Energy Weapons 


We have used the terms "beam-field weapons" and "directed energy weapons" to refer to 
unconventional weapons (exotic weapons) that are energy weapons. We broadly define DEW as 
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Energy that is Directed and is used as a Weapon. The full range of these weapons is classified 
information, so we make no limits or distinction of categories within the realm of energy weapons, 
as doing so would imply specific knowledge of all that is available. In the following paragraph, we 
have listed some of the possibilities we are aware of. 


Our critics have accused us of insisting that beam weapons did their damage from outer space, yet 
we make no claim about whether the directed energy weapon operated from a space-, air-, or 
ground-based platform. Nor do we make any claim about what wavelength(s) was used, what the 
source(s) of energy was, whether it involved interference of multiple beams, whether it involved 
sound waves, whether it involved sonoluminescence, whether it involved antimatter weapons, 
whether it involved scalar weapons, whether it was HAARP (more here and here), whether it 
involved a nuclear process (e.g. NDEW), whether it involved conventional directed energy weapons 
(conDEW), whether it involved improvised directed energy weapons (iDEW), nor what kind of 





accelerator was used, nor do we claim to know what the serial numbers of the parts that were in the 
weaporn(s). 


What we do claim is that the evidence is consistent with the use of energy weapons that go well 
beyond the capabilities of conventional explosives and can be directed. 


In August 2006, we began looking at the bathtub which protected the WTC and it led us to look at 
more data. The data told us what destroyed the twin towers. The data told us that directed-energy 
weapons must exist. We were not aware that the US military had directed-energy weapons. After we 
concluded that some sort of energy weapon was used, we looked for evidence that such weapons 
exist and found it, as documented here. 


Misc. notes to include elsewhere. 


Thus, the weapon appears to have bored through the building to the ground level — but no farther. 

Removing a significant portion of the mass of WTC6 left a more manageable problem to remove 

the remainder of WTC6, which was a tricky challenge to avoid damaging the bathtub and parking 
garage [reference from S]. 
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Molecular Dissociation: From Dust to Dirt 





Foreword 


"Early in life I had noticed that no event is ever correctly reported in a newspaper." 


- George Orwell 





"Let us never tolerate outrageous conspiracy theories concerning the attacks of September the 
11th, malicious lies that attempt to shift the blame away from the terrorists themselves, away 
from the guilty." 


- George W. Bush, November 10, 2001, Bush's address to the UN 


The perfect crime is one that is so wicked that no one would want to believe that any fellow human 


being was capable of it. 


Introduction 


The 9/11 events were unprecedented. Research shows that the perpetrators used extraordinary 
means to conceal their modus operandi (M.O.). These facts create a need for a new vocabulary. 
Also, the use of generic language acknowledges that an observed process may not yet be well 
understood. This alternate terminology allows for the description of an observed process without 
unduly biasing the observed results. I don't know what caused this, but I want to describe succinctly 


what I see without prejudicing the observations. 
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Clouds 





Figure 2. "The Snowball." A minute before this photo was taken from the southeast of the 
WTC complex, WTC2 (110 stories) would have been towering over Bankers Trust (40 
stories). Bankers Trust (BT) is the black building across the street from WTC2, and is 
between WTC2 and the camera. The building in the distance is WTC7 (47 stories). 


The whitish mass of debris is round like a "snowball" and appears to be about all that is left of 
the upper 2/3 of WTC2. The lower 1/3 appears to still be intact and little material with little 
material having fallen below the snowball. This implies that the "snowball" phenomena has 
been progressing down the building faster than free-falling objects would travel in air. 
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Essentially no material has fallen below the snowball. There is no building above the 
snowball. Nearly 2/3 of the building is missing. It is hard to believe that the snowball is large 
enough to contain all of the missing material. Where did it go? 
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Figure 3. "The Bubbler." This view of WTC1 (from the northeast) looks like a "bubbler" of 
dust. This does not look like a "collapse." Material is being launched upward and outward. 
The whitish material arcs over and begins to fall downward while the southern portion (away 
from the camera) appears to shoot straight up. 





Figure 4. Notice the two-toned color (Jump to Figure 16, also a distinctive two-toned dust 
cloud image.) 
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Figure 5. Figure 6. Figure 7. 


"Alka-Seltzer" or “Shaving Cream" 
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Figure 8. "Shaving cream"/"Alkaseltzer" (9/11/01) Source: Shannon Stapleton, Reuters 


Figure 9. "Shaving cream"/"Alkaseltzer" (9/11/01) Source 





Figure 10. WTC6, an 8-story building, towers over the "rubble pile" remaining from WTC1 
and 2. We know this photo was take before noon on 9/11/01. WT'C7 can be seen in the 
distance. The Verizon Building is at a distance on the left. 

(9/11/01) Source and here 
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Figure 11. This is a view from West Street, looking east across the remains of WTC1. FEMA 
entered this photo on 9/13/01, which is the earliest date for any posts for the 9/11 event. Other 
photos they have for 9/13/01 show much more people and equipment present. So, it is 
believed that this photo was taken on 9/11/01, but entered into their files on 9/13.. 


(9/13/01 entered, likely taken on 9/11/01) Source 





Drifting Clouds 


The burning Wotrid Trade Centers and Statue of Liberty. 
Photo © Aris Economopoulos / The Star-Ledger 





Figure 12. A view from southwest of the towers, over the Hudson River. WTC6 is the 8-story 
building just to the left of WTC1, at its base. 


Figure 13. Smoke from the towers blows to the southeast and travels along a fairly horizontal 
path. It is not blowing up and it is not blowing down. It is blowing out over Brooklyn. 
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Figure 14. After the towers are destroyed, the dust cloud rolls along the ground and some of it 
moves upward. It does not appear to be moving horizontally or downward. The southeast tip 
of Manhattan is covered in white dust. 


Figure 15. A view from the northeast. There is a segmented appearance to these clouds. 





Figure 16. Note the two-toned colouration. Figure 17. 
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Figure 19. "fuming cars" on Vesey Street, facing east, near the Church Street intersection. 
The Postal Building is on the left and WTCS is on the right. These "fuming" cars are in the 
region below the dust cloud labeled "1" in the figure above 
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Figure 20. "Fuming" from the cars can be seen up West Street north of the WTC complex. 
The toasted lot is in front of the building to the right. 


Will add toasted cars behind WTC7. Figure 31, below, shows the fumes rising from this area. 
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Rolling Clouds 
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Figure 22. Figure 23. The cars in the parking lot get covered in dust, but do not become 
toasted with the destruction of WTC2. 
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Figure 24. WTC1 is still standing, so this is cloud is flowing from WTC2. Figure 25. 
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Figure 27. The cars in the lot at the far right, in front of the red building, are not on fire. 
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Figure 28. The cars in the lot are still not on fire as WTC1 is destroyed. 





Figure 29. West Broadway is the street just to the left of WTC7 and runs top-to-bottom in this 
photo. A particularly energetic dust cloud rolls down West Broadway, ahead of the other 
ground level dust clouds. 


Figure 30. This is the cloud flow from the destruction of WTC1. The white dust that is 
already on West street was left by the cloud from the destruction of WTC2, 30 minutes earlier. 





149 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 





Figure 31. WTC1 has just been destroyed and the ground-level dust clouds have somewhat 
cleared the area north (to the left) of the WTC complex. Black smoke can be seen rising from 
the car lot. Whitish and faint dust clouds can be seen rising from Barclay Street, just behind 
WTC7. Stronger dust clouds are rising from in front of WTC7 (to the right) along Vesey 
Street and streets east of the WTC complex. 


Figure 32.The air upwind of the WTC has visibly become clearer. The vehicle fires continue 
increasing and flames can be seen. 


Figure 33. Gone with the Wind. A view west along Vesey street across the West St. 
intersection. The toasted parking lot is on the right in the distance. This is after WTC1 was 
destroyed. Sunlight is visible on WFC3 (on left). Paper in the foreground is not on fire. Why 
are vehicles in the parking lot on fire at some distance away? 
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Toasting Vehicles on West Broadway 
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Figure 34. West Broadway, as the cloud was rolling through. 


Figure 35. West Broadway, after the dust has cleared. 


Toasted Cars 





Figure 36. Burned out cars and bus along West Broadway Consistently, they seem to have 
missing door handles. And the gas tanks don't appear to explode. 


Figure 37. West Broadway, with WTC5 fire at end. I think this is just before WTC7 was 
destroyed. Notice how empty the streets are, while they are flooded with water and lots of 
fire hoses. Obviously the water lines weren't busted! The traffic light in the distance appears 
to still have power. 
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The Cloud Chase 
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Figure 38. A view west along Vesey Street. We didn't see or hear of any streets filled with 
burned bodies. So, I don't believe that cloud is hot. 





g11/01 Photo © 2001 David C. Turnley { Corbis 


Figure 39. This is a view north, across Pine Street, which is parallel to Liberty Street and a 
block or two south of Liberty Street. 


Figure 40. A view south along West Broadway Street from about the Chambers Street 
intersection. 
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Figure 41.We didn't see or hear of any streets filled with burned bodies. So, I don't believe 
that cloud is hot. 


Fuming 





Figure 42. "fuming cars" on Vesey Street, facing east, near the Church Street intersection. 
The Postal Building is on the left and WTCS is on the right. 





Figure 43. Boiling a pot of water on the stove doesn't fill a kitchen with steam. 


Figure 44. What is in this cloud of fumes rising from the WTC site? 
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Figure 45. This is a satellite image captured on 9/12/01. It appears that the cloud emerging 
from the WTC site stays together until it reaches a particular altitude where it begins to just 
disperse. There appears to be a kink in the cloud trail where this occurs. 


The Kuwaiti fires sent smoke out and up. The WTC sent opaque dust out and up and in the same 
way. For the WTC, the white-looking dust cloud stays together as it moves in a southern direction. 
It appears that when it gets above a particular altitude, it just disperses and no longer stays together. 
The same is true for the Kuwaiti fires. In the WTC photo, the cloud trail appears to have a kink in it 
where it changes behavior. The same appears to be true for the Kuwait photo, but it's hard to tell. 
Why are auto emissions and issue? What is air pollution? 
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Figure 45(a). 542x542 Influence of the Kuwait oil fires plume (1991) on the microphysical 
development of clouds, Yinon Rudich 


JOURNAL OF GEOPHYSICAL RESEARCH, VOL. 108, NO. D15, 4478, 
doi:10.1029/2003JD003472, 2003 Link to Journal of Geophysical Research 


excerpt: "The smoke plume contained mostly soot aerosols with radius ranging between 0.015 
and 35 mm and concentrations of up to 10 5 cm A3 [Hudson and Clarke, 1992; Parungo et 
al., 1992]. Typically, the ultrafine particles (0.003 mm < r <0.015 mm) concentration was 
30% higher than that of the fine mode (0.015 mm < r < 0.3 mm) [Hudson and Clarke, 1992]. 
With increasing height and distance from the source, the concentration of the small and 
medium particles (0.06 < r < 0.6 mm) increased, while the coarse particles concentration (r 
> 0.5 mm) decreased, mainly because of sedimentation." 

(Reference provided by "who" and is greatly appreciated.) (1991) Source 
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Figure 46. Photo taken from the International Space Station. 
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Fuzzyblobs 





Figure 47. "The slot." This looks like a "slot" is down the middle of West Street which is 
probably a ramp to an underground parking garage. There are several "fuzzyblobs" of blue- 
gray haze which appears to be a harmful material. An firefighter near the right side of the 
photo is holding his nose, showing us that he senses and unusual odor. The fuzzyblob behind 
the yellow cooler drapes down over the concrete wall. The firefighter rubs his eyes while 
leaning on the wall, just in front of the cooler. Another firefighter runs toward the cooler (or 
away from what is behind him) with urgency. There is a firefighter slumped over, down on the 
left side of the slot and he doesn't look very good. The firefighter closest to him looks 
concerned as he approaches. Just behind the concerned firefighter is another fuzzyblob. What 
is this material? A fellow wearing a blue hard hat (and sleeveless shirt) stands down on the 
right side of the slot and looks over at the slumped-over firefighter with concern. Nothing 
about this scene is familiar to these firefighters. That is, a lot of strange things are happening, 
here. 


And why are the trees missing their leaves? 
This photo appears to have been taken after both towers were destroyed, based on the 


sunlight. But this may have been taken just after WTC1 was destroyed (which was after 
WTC2 was destroyed). 
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Figure 48. This is a view south from the intersection of Barclay and West Broadway. WTC7 
is to the right and WTCS is the burning building on the left at the end of the street. The Postal 
Building is on the left. The Postal truck on the left side of the street nearest the camera 
appears fairly "eaten up" on its left side, while the Postal truck on the right side of the street 
appears to be undamaged. The Postal truck on the left has a fuzzy blob under its left rear 
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bumper. (It looks like a scene from a Sci-fi movie where some shape-shifting alien has turned 
into a cloud and is attacking the Postal truck.) 


Figure 48(a). A toasted mail truck faces westward, parked behind the Postal building on 
Barclay Street. City Hall Park can be seen in the distance, across Church street. This damage 
does not appear to have been caused by a "normal" fire. There is no obvious sign of burned 
paper. The appearance of the back wheel area of the mail truck looks as if something radiated 
outward from the wheel. It is very unlikely this mail truck was hit by debris, unless this debris 
did not follow the laws of physics and made several right-angle turns along its path to the mail 
truck. Curiously, the mail truck parked behind it looks OK. 
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Figure 48(c). Satellite Photo. The postal truck would be parked behind the Postal building, on 
the far side of Barclay Street and facing left. The Postal building is directly across the street 
from WTCB5. The roof of the Postal Building appears white in the above photo. That mail 
truck was fairly well protected by being in the middle of a deep NYC "canyon" between tall 
buildings. 


Figure 48(d). Google Map with street names and one-way notations. This map appears to 
reflect the situation after 9/11/01 as it shows Vesey Street closed off. But, Barclay Street is 
indeed a one-way street, with traffic moving westward. (Note that the red "B" marker is on 
Park and is just one block north of where the mail truck was toasted.) 


(The "B" marker shows where "landing gear and tire" were found. It too made a right angle 
turn to drop down into the canyon without hitting any of the buildings.) 
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Figure 49. "fuming cars" on Vesey Street. 


Figure 50(a). PLACE-HOLDER for "fuming cars" from somewhere else. 





Figure 50(c). WTC1 has just been destroyed and the ground-level dust clouds have somewhat 
cleared the area north (to the left) of the WTC complex. Black smoke can be seen rising from 
the car lot. Whitish and faint dust clouds can be seen rising from Barclay Street, just behind 
WTC7. Stronger dust clouds are rising from in front of WTC7 (to the right) along Vesey 
Street and streets east of the WTC complex. 


Figure 50(b). PLACE-HOLDER for "fuming cars" from somewhere else. 
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Tree Leaves 





Figure 53. Note the light pole that looks discolored. Figure 54. The discolored light pole on 
the left side of the previous photo can be seen between the fireman in the foreground and the 
pole he's holding. The top of that light pole is just to the left of his hat. 
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Figure 55. The car parked to the right of the tree appears to be the same car to the right of the 
tree in the previous figure. However, that tree appears to have fewer leaves. 


Figure 56. It is not clear which tree this is. But, it is not doing well. 
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Figure 59. Early fuming. WTC1. Where did the building go? 


Figure 60. WTC3. Where did the building go? 


163 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


Fuming into nanohaze 





Figure 61. No longer "venting," the pile is now just "fuming." Most of WTC3 disappeared 
during the destruction of WTC1. The pedestrian walkway over the West Side Highway was 
connected to something that is no longer there. The remains of WTC2 can be seen near the 
center of the photo and the remains of WTC1 are partly visible in the lower right corner. 
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Fuzzballs 





Figure 62. The toasted lot burns. Curiously, it's upwind from the WTC. (9/11/01) 


Figure 64. It appears that there are no cars on fire at the right side of the car lot. What was 
fuming in the previous photo? (Figure 53) 
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Survivors of the World Trade Center disaster, including a photographer, emerge from the debris. Photo © 2001 Tricia Meadows / Globe Photos 


Figure 65. Nice example of "fuzzballs." Figure 66. 





Figure 67. Whoops! I guess that's molten metal under the sidewalks? ;-) 


Figure 68. And molten metal under the streets? 
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Figure 69. Figure 69(a). And molten metal under the streets? Figure 70. 
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Figure 71. Figure 72. 
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Figure 73. Fuzzballs Figure 74. Fuming 
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Figure 74b. Coming out of hiding, these people look amazed. From the postures, these folks 
look amazed. They are probably wondering if they are asleep and dreaming. After all, there 
should be a 110-story building directly in front of them. Where did it go? They are looking 
across the Vesey Street intersection at the remains of WTC6. In the distance, on the far side of 
the intersection, a fellow stands in amazement, with his hands on his hips. These people are 
approximatey 200 to 300 feet from where the 1,368-foot north wall of WTC1 stood. There 
appear to be no obvious indications that a 110-story building, over a quarter mile tall, had 
been there earlier in the day. Except for a few pieces of aluminum cladding strewn to the side, 
some paper and dust are all that remain. 
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Nano-dust 





Figure 75. There does not seem to be a very wide distribution of dust size. Figure 76. 


Scrubbing the Streets 


Gotta get rid of the evidence! 





Figure 77. Cleaning streets begin on the afternoon of 9/11/01? This photo looks like it was 
taking in the early morning of 9/12/01. Why was street cleaning more important than survivor 
rescuing? After all, the street cleaners would be blocking the thoroughfare. 


Figure 78. West Street looks pretty clean! 


It seems that all of the meticulous and frequent street scrubbing was to get rid of the "fuzzballs" and 
"nanodust." 
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Figure 79. Lower Manhattan was not the only recipient of a hose job. 
Figure 80. New York City makes a clean sweep of it. 


Streets and sidewalks can be scrubbed. Lawns cannot. Perhaps this explains why they appear to 
have dumped fresh dirt on top of the dust in the "front yard" of WFC2. They can't very well scrub 
the lawns like they scrubbed the streets and sidewalks, so perhaps they smother the fuming lawn 


with dirt. 
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Figure 81. Check out this new load of dirt! It looks like potting soil. What possible explanations you 
can think of? Landscaping? 
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Figure 82. It looks silly to have this dirt dumped on the fire truck and in the fire truck. Why 
were the remains of this fire truck sprinkled with what looks like moist potting soil? Clearly it 
didn't suffer from an out-of-control fire in these places. The paint above the tire does not look 
heat affected. 


Bucket Brigade 





Figure 84, Why the bucket brigade? 
Figure 85. Who put all that dirt under where these guys are standing? 


That looks like fresh potting soil under their feet. 
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Why the bucket handoff? What is so special about the contents of that bucket that deserve a 
personal escort up the bucket-brigade line? It looks like a few pieces of weather stripping and a few 
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pieces of shredded aluminum.Figure 86. This "dust" looks like fine talc. (I'm referring to the stuff 
stuck on the bike, like the read-out panel on the closest bike.) 


Figure 87. Why would there be dirt sprinkled on top of the rubble pile? The dirt arrived 
quickly. 


Figure 88. Why would there be dirt on top of the plaza? above the basement? 


In fighting fires, they may drop loads of dirt on the fire from a chopper. In any case, this will be 
their cover story. But... we never saw any flames to put out. So, they still have some explaining to 





do. 


Figure 89. Why would there be dirt sprinkled on top of the rubble pile? The dirt arrived 
quickly. Is this from a landfill? 


I note there are few pictures from 9/14/01. Perhaps all the pics had dirt trucks in them. ;-) 


Some may be "dust," but I don't see how you can have "dust" sitting on top of a pile after 
you've hosed it down. 


Does fire cause instant dust? I don't think so. 
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In fighting fires, they may drop loads of dirt on the fire from a chopper. In any case, this will 
be their cover story. But... we never saw any flames to put out. So, they still have some 
explaining to do. 


Who threw the big rocks through the window? Actually, we can prove this one is staged! Note 
the big piece of glass to make it look like the window was busted by the rocks? Rocks tumble. 
Where are the rocks supposed to be from? The WTC didn't have a "Hokie stone" facade. (I 
think you know what that is, now.) So, where did such thick rocks come from? 


I note there are few pictures from 9/14/01. Perhaps all the pics had dirt trucks in them. ;-) 


Some may be "dust," but I don't see how you can have "dust" sitting on top of a pile after 
you've hosed it down. 


Does fire cause instant rust? I don't think so. 


Dirt Walkway 
There are few FEMA pictures from 9/14/01. Perhaps all the pics had dirt trucks in them. ;-) 
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Figure 97. This was the pedestrian walkway over West Street, between WFC3 and WTC. 
Why would it have a huge amount of dirt in it? 
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Figure 98. If this amount of dirt had been contained in planting pots, there wouldn't have 
been room for pedestrians. 
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Figure 97(a). This is a similar view of the pedestrian walkway a few days earlier. It is 
amazing how fast they took this down. 





Figure 99. Another, 9/16/01 


Figure 100(a). Why, more than two weeks later is the dirt pile in front of (the former) WTC3 
bigger? 


Figure 100(b). Enloargement of the previous figure which has been lightened. 
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Figure 101. Is this guy guarding the dirt pile? Perhaps the addition of dirt helped the pile 
appear to grow larger after 9/11. 


Some of it may be "dust," but I don't see how you can have "dust" sitting on top of a pile after 
you've hosed it down. Does fire cause instant rust? I don't think so. I note there are few pictures 
from 9/14/01. Perhaps all the pics had dirt trucks in them. Does fire cause instant rust? I don't think 
SO. 
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More Dirt 





Figure 90. The dirt arrived early (and often)! 
(This photo has been lightened with increased contrast to see what's on the ground. Click here 
for original brightness.) 





Figure 91. Sprinkled with fresh dirt. Figure 92. 
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Figure 93. Clean wrinkled beams. 


Figure 94. My favorite wrinkled beams now have dirt dumped on them! How dare they! 





Figure 95. Why is there dirt evenly spread over the walking area? This was the WIC plaza 
level that was covered with cement blocks. Where did all this dirt come from? 


Figure 96. Freshly dumped dirt! 


Where did all this dirt come from? 


Rudi Giuliani's "120 dump trucks" 
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Figure 96b. On 9/12/01, WCBS radio recorded Rudi Giuliani 's following statement: (Click 
here to listen, or the longer version, where Giuliani speaks at time mark 1:20.) 


"We were able to move 120 dump trucks out of the city last night. (So) it should give you a 
sense of the work that was done over night. And so, some of the debris has already been 
removed. More of it is being removed, and it will be done by barge all throughout the day 
today." 

I.E. Expect to see dirt trucks coming in to NYC throughout the day(?). 


Statement (9/12/01) Source 


Trucking Dirt 





Figure 102. The four yellow dump trucks are heading south on West Street, toward the WTC 
complex. Each of the dump trucks carries a uniform load of what appears to be dirt. 
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Figure 103(a). This appears to be dirt being trucked away from the WTC complex. Why is so 
much dirt coming and going? The four trucks ahead of the green one carry a uniform load of 
what appears to be dirt. 





Figure 102(a). The four yellow dump trucks are heading south on West Street, toward the 
WTC complex. Each of the dump trucks carries a uniform load of what appears to be dirt. 





Figure 103(b). The large truck headed south appears to be hauling dirt. This intersection is a 
block east of Church and Vesey, and the top of the photo is west. Broadway is the street from 
right to left. So, the big truck, which appears to be loaded down with landfill dirt, has driven 
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south on Broadway, past the Vesey Street intersection. It didn't come to where it is from Vesey 
Street; there are no tracks on Vesey Street! 


Trucking Dirt In/Out 
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Figure 104(a). They first cleaned up the debris in front of WFC1 


Figure 104(b). Then, a few days later, the front yard of WFC1 appears to have fresh dirt on 
in. The windows have round holes in them. They are double-paned windows, but the two 
windows do not show the same damage. In some cases, the inner window is intact while the 
majority of the outer window is missing. The marble-facade around the doorway is 
completely missing. The remaining building facade does not appear damaged. 
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Figure 104(c). Then, yellow bulldozers appear to be scooping up and removing all of the dirt 
from in front of WFC1. 
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Figure 105. Looking east, through the core of WTC1, there is still fuming from the wet dirt. 
Note the puddle in the foreground! What molten metal???! There are pools of water under a 
beautiful rainbow! Those orange-rusted core columns are very bright. 


Figure 106. Looking east, through the core of WTC1, there is still fuming from the wet dirt. 
Note the puddle in the foreground! What molten metal???! There are pools of water under a 
beautiful rainbow! Those orange-rusted core columns are very bright. 
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Figure 105(a). An enlargement from the left side of the Figure above, lightened. 


Figure 105(b). An enlargement from the right side of the Figure above, lightened. 
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Figure 106(a). An enlargement from the left side of the second Figure above, lightened. 


Figure 106(b). An enlargement from the right side of the second Figure above, lightened. 
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Still Fuming 





Figure 106. Why are they still hosing down the "pile" in March 2002? There appears to be 
dust still rising from the pile. Why? And why is there so much dirt, still? 


The light streaks across the photo appear to be reflections off the window of the 
photographer's aircraft. 
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Figure 107. The southeast corner of big bathtub is in the background. Why are they hosing 
down the dirt pile? A reader suggests that policemen are waiting to do forensic investigation. 


Figure 108. The southeast corner of the big bathtub again. Nanodust rises from the dirt pile. 
The workers are wearing respirators, not simple dust masks, six months after 9/11. The dust or 
nanohaze is very fine and does not settle out like regular dust would behind a vehicle on a dirt 
road. The policemen apparently are sifting through debris, looking for body parts. 
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Cheetos or orange rust? 





Figure 1. Cheetos! 
Fritolay, regular,and flaming hot Cheetos 


Figure 2. This is called the "Cheeto" picture because the orange object in the lower left corner 
looks like a Cheeto. But, is this photo really what it seems? Note the exposed hydraulics. 


Perhaps there is a reason why these same grapplers are not used at metal foundries to reach into 
ovens of molten steel. Humans wear fairly long protective gloves when barbecuing on a backyard 
grill. This is done to protect against radiated heat as well as conducted heat (e.g. bumping the grill, 
getting spattered). Pokers used to adjust logs in an indoor fireplace can't be held long without a 
thermally-insulated glove or handle. The temperature at which a fire poker becomes too 
uncomfortable to hold is about the same temperature at which hydraulic equipment is permanently 
damaged. Note, backyard grills and fireplaces are not generally glowing red hot nor do they contain 
pools of molten steel. 
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The Story about Hydraulics 
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Figure 4. Temperature/viscosity diagram for ISO viscosity grades. Note that the gradient of 
the lines shown will depend on the viscosity index of the particular fluid used. 
(6/16/07 accessed) Source 


"Hydraulic fluid temperatures above 82°C (180°F) damage most seal compounds and 
accelerate oil degradation. A single [emphasis added] overtemperature event of sufficient 
magnitude can permanently damage all the seals in an entire hydraulic system, resulting in 
numerous leaks. The by-products of thermal degradation of the oil (soft particles) can cause 
reliability problems such as valve-spool stiction and filter clogging.” 
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Viscosity Value Temperature (VG68) 
Minimum Permissible 95°C 
Minimum Optimum fC 


Optimum Bearing Life 2 65°C 


Maximum Optimum ! 90°C 


Maximum Permissible 2°C 





Table 1. Correlation of operating viscosity values with fluid temperature based on fluid 
viscosity grade. (6/16/07 accessed) Source 





David Ray Griffin's Troubling Omissions and Distortions 


Quoting from: 
David Ray Griffin, Northampton MA: Olive Branch Press, 2007. 


Debunking 9/11 Debunking: 
An Answer to Popular Mechanics and Other Defenders of the Official Conspiracy Theory, 


Page 314 


It was, however, in relation to the issue of molten metal that (Jim) Dwyer (NYT) most fully 
displayed his ignorance of crucial facts. Pointing out that Steven Jones had argued that "the 
molten [metal] found in the rubble was evidence of demolition explosives because an ordinary 
airplane fire would not generate enough heat," Dwyer gave the final word to the director of 
Protec, a demolition monitoring firm, who said that "if there had been any molten steel in the 
rubble, it would have permanently damaged any excavation equipment encountering it." 
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We have here an extreme example of the tendency to favor a priori arguments over empirical 
evidence. As we saw in Chapter 3, the testimony to the existence of molten metal in the rubble 
is so strong as to put the issue completely beyond doubt. 


Griffin seems to be saying, "all I need is the testimony of people on the payroll." 


In one of these statements, moreover, Greg Fuchek said, "sometimes when a worker would 
pull a steel beam from the wreckage, the end of the beam would be dripping molten steel." 
Evidently this worker's crane was not "permanently damaged." Dwyer was writing a story for 
the New York Times, which likes to think of itself as having the highest standards of 
excellence. But he apparently did not check to see if the evidence supported Jones rather than 
the man from Protec--even though a Google search for "molten metal at Ground Zero" would 
have turned up over 300,000 items, many of which contain the testimonies of the people 
quoted in Chapter 3, such as Peter Tully, Mark Loizeaux, and Leslie Robertson." 


-- Tully, Loizeaux, and Robertson were all paid millions of our tax dollars. Are they unbias 
witnesses? 
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-- Since when are scientific questions settled by the number of "items" Google turns up??? 
-- Is it Griffin's opinion that counts, not real data and hard science? 


193 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


It appears that David Ray Griffin values the hearsay of those on the payroll more than 
physical facts. This is very troubling. The molten metal myth seems to have been created as 
part of the official cover-up story. The above chart which shows the maximum operating 
temperature for hydraulics supports what NYT reporter Jim Dwyer has said. However, Griffin 
insults Dwyer by stating he "fully displayed his ignorance of crucial facts." But the crucial 
facts support Dwyer, namely, that high temperatures would have indeed permanently 
damaged hydraulic equipment. The facts in this matter are well-established and are available 
in mechanical engineering handbooks as well as on the internet [link]. It appears that Griffin 
is actually the one who has "the tendency to favor a priori arguments over empirical 
evidence." 


A common technique for deception is to accuse his opponent of what the accuser does to 
hopefully put him above suspicion. Another example of this deception is for someone to 
accuse his opponent of "ad hominem attacks." In reality, the one making accusations of "ad 
hominem attacks" is actually the one committing "ad hominem attacks." 


But, let us look at the actual article David Ray Griffin said he quoted from. 





Presented as 
Appearing in the October 9, 2001 New York Times by James Glanz 
From Torn Steel, Cold Data of Salvage 


--(snip)- 


So computer programs were designed, old blueprints were scoured and individual memories were 
ransacked to rebuild it on paper, to determine how much steel and concrete and gypsum and glass 
were there. What resulted was the most detailed accounting of just what the World Trade Center had 
been made of, down to the terrazzo flooring. 


--(snip)- 


For a more accurate assessment, the city and the Port Authority turned to Leslie E. Robertson 
Associates [emphasis added], one of the structural engineering firms involved in building the trade 
center. The firm took out the original plans and quickly started adding up the ingredients of the 
World Trade Center floor by floor, said William Faschan, a partner at the firm in Manhattan. 


The assessment came with a striking level of detail. It estimated that each of the twin towers 
contained 3,881 tons of steel reinforcing in the concrete floor slabs; 47,453 tons of vertical steel 
columns; 8,462 tons of aluminum and glass on the exterior walls; 2,531 tons of various ceiling 
materials; 4,218 tons of flooring; and 31,350 tons of partitions or walls. 


Added up, Mr. Lombardi of the Port Authority said, the total came to about 1,176,000 tons of 
debris, including about 285,000 tons of steel. After some rounding, the very rough figure of 1.2 
million tons of debris was born. 








(6/19/07 last accessed) source, archive 
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Are experiments necessary? 


Steven Jones often talks about the "pools of molten metal" and "ponds of molten metal" in the 
basements of the WTC towers. He's also repeated the story of the steel-toed boots of the workers 
melting "after just a few hours" doing work on "the pile" at the WTC site. 


Steven Jones also states that you need to run experiments to prove something. OK, if he's going to 
use that story of the workers' steel-toed boots melting because of the molten metal on "the pile," he 
needs to do experiments. (This is his rule.) A true scientist values observations and careful analysis 
of evidence as essential, whether the evidence already exists or if it is obtained through an 
experiment. 


So, if Steven Jones believes experiments must be conducted to confirm anything, then he needs to 
put on some steel-toed work boots and slosh across molten metal and then report back his results 
about what happened to the boots. I think it was said the boots melted in "a few hours" on the pile, 
which means at least two hours. So, Jones needs to stand in the molten metal for two hours to see 
what happens to the boots. 


A Closer Look at the Psyops of 9/11 


"There are but two powers in the world, the sword and the mind. In the long run the sword is 
always beaten by the mind." - Napoleon Bonaparte 


Psyops is an abbreviation for psychological operation. 


Definition of Psychological Operations: 


‘Psychological Operations: Planned operations to convey selected information and indicators 
to foreign audiences to influence their emotions, motives, objective reasoning, and ultimately 
the behavior of foreign governments, organizations, groups, and individuals. The purpose of 

psychological operations is to induce or reinforce foreign attitudes and behavior favorable to 

the originator's objectives. Also called PSYOP. See also consolidation psychological 
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operations; overt peacetime psychological operations programs; perception management. ' 
US Department of Defense [source] 








Figure 5. Original image. The fellow with the shovel, wearing a blue shirt, appears to be 
standing down in this hole. 


Figure 6. This is the image Jones captions "Workers evidently peering into the hot “core” 
under the WTC rubble." 


d 
N 








Figure 7. The same section of the original picture that Steven Jones shows an altered version 
of. 


Figure 8. Steven Jones said those bright-white spots are evidence of thermite. I think you are 
right that it's also so dark that you can't see what's going on. The psyops is to train the viewer 


to see "thermite" when they see this photo (or Rick Siegel's video, 911Eyewitness). 
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(2/1/06) Source: Slide 35, Also, here is a Google video of the presentation, with S Jones 
showing the slide. Skip to 49 mins and 4 secs for this slide. (Netscape 7 needed) 
Thanks to Andrew Johnson for providing this. 
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WTC7 
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Anomalies at the WTC and the Hutchison Effect 





Effects of Lift and/or Disruption 


The Hutchison Effect 
The Hutchison Effect -- An Explanation, by Mark A. Solis 


"The Lift and Disruption System or the Hutchison Effect is divided primarily into two categories 
of phenomena: propulsive and energetic The system is capable of inducing lift and translation in 
bodies of any material. That means it will propel bodies upwards, and it will also move them 
sideways. There are actually 4 kinds of trajectories which are capable of being produced and I'll 
explain these shortly. It also has very strange energetic properties including severely disrupting 
intermolecular bonds in any material resulting in catastrophic and disruptive fracturing, samples of 
which are described here. It is also capable of causing controlled plastic deformation in metals, 
creating unusual aurora-like lighting effects in mid-air, causing changes in chemical composition of 
metals (it varies the distribution of the chemical content), and other long-range effects at distances 
up to around 80 feet {24 metres) away from the central core of the apparatus — all at low power 
and at a distance." 


Figure 2. Note the phrases, "..severely disrupting intermolecular bonds in any material..." and "" 
",,.changes in chemical composition of metals..." 
(1996) Source: The Hutchison File, or archived (searchable) page 17 of 87 





The Experiment 


A complex high voltage, high frequency apparatus was assembled which when properly adjusted 
caused various material objects to accelerate in a vertical direction, against the gravitational field. 
Under some set of as yet undefined conditions, and particularly when "lift" does not take place, a 
target specimen will be fractured or disrupted in a catastrophic manner. A less frequent 
phenomenon is the apparent heating to incandescence of iron and steel specimens having high 
length to width rations. This event is not accompanied by the heating, charring or the burning of 
combustible materials in contact with the specimen throughout the duration of the event of about 
two minutes. The fracturing of certain iron and steel geometries accompanied by an anomalous 
residual magnetic field, permanent in nature, is not uncommon. Permanent and dramatic alterations 
in the physical and chemical structure of certain metallic alloys have been documented via mass 
spectrographic data. These effects do not appear to be specific to any particular type or class of 
material. 


The reaction area comprises a roughly circular cylinder about one and one half feet in diameter and 
of unknown height. Total energy radiated into this cylinder is on the order of a few watts, although 
approximately 500 watts are dissipated by the apparatus. 


199 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


Figure 3. by Richard Sparks, Scientific and Technical Intelligence/SBIR, Ottawa. [emphasis added] 


Bingo! The weird fires that aren't hot. 
(1996) Source: The Hutchison File, or archived (searchable) page 67 of 87. 
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First Responder Statement: RENE DAVILA 

File No. 9110075 

WORLD TRADE CENTER TASK FORCE INTERVIEW 
LIEUTENANT RENE DAVILA 

Interview Date: October 12, 2001 


[Emphasis added. ] 


201 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


A. ...I remember one guy was laying down. He had an open chest wound about the size of my 
fist in his right chest. I kept on looking. I knew what was coming. I knew he was going to go 
downhill. He had that look in his eye like -- he wasn't even talking. He was going into shock. 


All of a sudden you heard the rumble and people yelling and screaming. You look andyou see 
-- | didn't see the top of the building. I didn't see the top of tower two. The collapse started. 
You felt like the ground -- it was like a deep sound, rumble; like you're laying on the platform 
and the D train is coming. You look and you see what -- I best describe it as a wave coming. 


I started running in my direction. I started running into the hotel. Somethingknocked me. I 
don't know whether it was -- 


Q. The Millennium? 
A. We were in front of the Millennium. I'm talking going in through the lobby. 
Q. Okay. 


A. Something knocked me down. I don't know if something hit my helmet or whether it 
was a force. I got down, and I thought I've got to get up. By the time I got up, it was like 
[sound] I'm overcome by black and I'm running in the building in this black, and I'm running 
and I'm running and I'm running. 


The next thing I know, I see a little light, and I follow that light. I run in there,and I find I'm in 
an office, and I close the door. I close the door and then I start walking, and I'm panicked, I'm 
panicked. I lost it. I lost it for a few minutes in here. 


In this room there's nothing but computers, maybe five, six computers, and phones. As I'm in 
there, this force is still coming through the cracks of the door. I see some coats and I saw 
a water fountain. So I wet them, and I wet them and I stuff them under. I'm like walking 
back and forth, "I'm a medic. I'm a medic. I'm not a fucking firefighter. What do you do? 
What do you do? What do you do?" 


WORLD TRADE CENTER TASK FORCE 
RENE DAVILA INTERVIEW, pp. 21-22 
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Figure 19a. Round holes through glass, looking out of the One Liberty Plaza Bldg., over the 
remains of WTC4 and WTC5, with WFC2 in the distance, viewed through the farl-left window. 
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Figure 20a. Round holes in WFC2 Figure 20b Figure 20c. 


Casimir Force 


Physicists have 'solved' mystery of levitation 
By Roger Highfield, Science Editor 
Last Updated: 1:41am BST 08/08/2007 


Levitation has been elevated from being pure science fiction to science fact, according to a study 
reported today by physicists. 


In earlier work the same team of theoretical physicists showed that invisibility cloaks are feasible. 


Now, in another report that sounds like it comes out of the pages of a Harry Potter book, the 
University of St Andrews team has created an 'incredible levitation effects' by engineering the force 
of nature which normally causes objects to stick together. 


Professor Ulf Leonhardt and Dr Thomas Philbin, from the University of St Andrews in Scotland, 
have worked out a way of reversing this pheneomenon, known as the Casimir force, so that it repels 
instead of attracts. 


Their discovery could ultimately lead to frictionless micro-machines with moving parts that levitate 
But they say that, in principle at least, the same effect could be used to levitate bigger objects too, 
even a person. 
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The Casimir force is a consequence of quantum mechanics, the theory that describes the world of 
atoms and subatomic particles that is not only the most successful theory of physics but also the 
most baffling. 


The force is due to neither electrical charge or gravity, for example, but the fluctuations in all- 
pervasive energy fields in the intervening empty space between the objects and is one reason atoms 
stick together, also explaining a "dry glue" effect that enables a gecko to walk across a ceiling. 


Now, using a special lens of a kind that has already been built, Prof Ulf Leonhardt and Dr Thomas 
Philbin report in the New Journal of Physics they can engineer the Casimir force to repel, rather 
than attact. 


Because the Casimir force causes problems for nanotechnologists, who are trying to build electrical 
circuits and tiny mechanical devices on silicon chips, among other things, the team believes the feat 
could initially be used to stop tiny objects from sticking to each other. 


Prof Leonhardt explained, 


"The Casimir force is the ultimate cause of friction in the nano-world, in particular in some 
microelectromechanical systems. 


Such systems already play an important role - for example tiny mechanical devices which triggers a 
car airbag to inflate or those which power tiny ‘lab on chip’ devices used for drugs testing or 
chemical analysis. 


Micro or nano machines could run smoother and with less or no friction at all if one can manipulate 
the force." 


Though it is possible to levitate objects as big as humans, scientists are a long way off developing 
the technology for such feats, said Dr Philbin. 


The practicalities of designing the lens to do this are daunting but not impossible and levitation 
"could happen over quite a distance". 


Prof Leonhardt leads one of four teams - three of them in Britain - to have put forward a theory in a 
peer-reviewed journal to achieve invisibility by making light waves flow around an object - just as a 
river flows undisturbed around a smooth rock. 


Figure 25. Physicists have 'solved' mystery of levitation 


By Roger Highfield, Science Editor, 08/08/2007 


Disruption: Molecular Dissociation and Transmutation 
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Transmutation and "Rustification" 
Toasted Metal 


Broken Glass 

Fires, Melting, and Luminance without Heat 
Ongoing Reaction 

Peeling, Bursting, and "Jellification" 
Transmutation - Thinning 

Unusual and/or Unexplained Phenomena 


Free Energy 

Cold Fusion 

Dr. Martin Fleischmann 
Managing Public Opinion 
Dr. Eugene Mallove 

Dr. Ken Shoulders 
William Zebuhr 


Michael Zebuhr 


John Hutchison Affidavit 
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9/11 Weather Anomalies and Field Effects 





Development of Erin 

Comparison of Hurricane Data 

Levitation, Material Effects and Storm Effects 
Storms and Tesla Coils 

Magnetometer Data 

Plume Study 

Earthquake Links? 


Beaming Power, Magnetic Reconnection, Rocks, Planet Earth 
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A Refutation of the Official Collapse Theory 





Introduction 


Very shortly after the events of September 11, 2001, the U.S. government proclaimed its certitude 
concerning who the attackers were -- 19 Arabs suicide bombers under the guidance of one Osama 
bin Laden. What followed in quick succession were ‘authoritative’ pronouncements, through NOVA 
and a few academicians, about what brought the WTC towers down. This early public authoritative 
consensus was that the buildings could not withstand the horrific onslaught of the plane crashes and 
subsequent fires. Since that time questions have arisen about the veracity of the Official Theory (as 
presented by government agencies) of the events of 9/11. One area of particular interest has been 
the issue of the WTC tower “collapses.” Are the given times possible? 


The purpose of this site is to look at that question from a single, simple perspective -- that of the 
timing of those “collapses”. Absent other forces, gravity alone must have generated them. We will 
examine whether that was possible, from the perspective of the law of gravity and the visual record. 


According to the " Official Story," how long did it take the WTC towers to collapse? 


[Note: Dr. Wood is not establishing a "collapse" time, but is merely comparing the "official" value 
with an absolute minimum value. | 


Page 305 of the 9/11 Commission Report states, "At 9:58:59, the South Tower collapsed in ten 
seconds, .... The building collapsed into itself, causing a ferocious windstorm and creating a 
massive debris cloud." (Chapter 9. html, pdf) 


The August Fact Sheet (Answers to Frequently Asked Questions) by NIST states, "NIST estimated 


the elapsed times for the first exterior panels to strike the ground after the collapse initiated in each 
of the towers to be approximately 11 seconds for WTC 1 and approximately 9 seconds for WTC 2." 
(Question #6.) 


The height of the South Tower (WTC2) is 1362 feet, and the height of the North Tower (WTC1) is 
1368 feet, which are nearly the same. 


Do these values seem reasonable? Let's calculate a few values we can use as a reference. 


Other values of interest: (Note, these are only for reference and are not used as the "collapse" 


time.) 


Columbia University's Seismology Group recorded seismic events of 10 seconds and 8 seconds in 
duration, which correspond to the collapses of WTC2 and WTC1, respectively. 
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Simplicity 
What can you prove with simple models of an enormously complex situation? 


Let's say I tell you that I ran, by foot, 

to a store (10 miles away), then 

to the bank (5 more miles), then 

to the dog track (7 more miles), then 

to my friend's house (21 more miles), then home ...all in 2 minutes. 


To disprove your story, I could present to you a simple case. I would present to you that the world's 
record for running just one mile is 3:43.13, or just under four minutes. So, it does not seem possible 
that I could have run over 40 miles in 2 minutes. i.e. It does not seem possible for me to have run 
43 miles in half the time it would take the holder of the world's record to run just one mile. Even if 
you gave me the benefit of having run all 43 miles at world-record pace, it would not have been 
possible for me to have covered that distance in two minutes. 


Remember, the proof need not be complicated. You don't need to prove exactly how long it should 
have taken me to run that distance. Nor do you need to prove how much longer it would have taken 
if I stopped to place a bet at the dog track. To disprove my story, you only need to show that the 
story I gave you is not physically possible. 


Now, let us consider if any of those collapse times provided to us seem possible with the story we 
were given. 


Case 1: Free-fall time of a billiard ball dropped from the roof of 
WTC1, ina vacuum 


Let's consider the minimum time it would take the blue billiard ball to hit the pavement, more than 
1/4 mile below (see below). Start the timer when the ball is dropped from the roof of WTC1. We'll 
assume this is in a vacuum, with no air resistance. (Note, large chunks of the building will have a 
very low surface area-to-mass ratio, so air resistance can be neglected.) 


From the rooftop of WTC1, drop one (dark-blue) billiard ball over the edge. As it falls, it 
accelerates. If it were in a vacuum, it would hit the pavement, 1368 feet below, in 9.22 seconds, 
shown by the blue curve in the figure, below. It will take longer if air resistance is considered, but 
for simplicity, we'll neglect air resistance. This means that the calculated collapse times are more 
generous to the official story than they need to be. 
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Free-fall time of first solid-blue ball = 9.22 sec 
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Figure 1. Minimum Time for a Billiard Ball dropped from the roof of WTC1 to hit the 
pavement below, assuming no air resistance. 


Notice that the billiard ball begins to drop very slowly, then accelerates with the pull of gravity. If in 
a vacuum, the blue ball will hit the pavement, 1368 ft. below, 9.22 seconds after it is dropped. That 
is, unless it is propelled downward by explosives, it will take at least 9.22 seconds to reach the 
ground (assuming no air resistance). 


Let's consider the "Pancake Theory" 


According to the pancake theory, one floor fails and falls onto the floor below, causing it to fail and 
fall on the floor below that one, and so forth. The "pancake theory" implies that this continues all 
the way to the ground floor. In the case of both WTC towers, we didn't see the floors piled up when 
the event was all over, but rather a pulverization of the floors throughout the event. (see pictures 
below) So, clearly we cannot assume that the floors stacked up like pancakes. Looking at the data, 
we take the conservative approach that a falling floor initiates the fall of the one below, while itself 
becoming pulverized. In other words, when one floor impacts another, the small amount of kinetic 
energy from the falling floor is consumed (a) by pulverizing the floor and (b) by breaking free the 
next floor. In reality, there isn't enough kinetic energy to do either.[Trumpman]{Hoffman] But, for 
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the sake of evaluating the "collapse" time, we'll assume there was. After all, millions of people 
believe they saw the buildings "collapse." 
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Model A Model B 


(a): The floors remain intact and pile up like a stack of pancakes, from the top down. 


(b): The floors blow up like an erupting volcano from the top down. 





(c) Note that the top "block" begins to disintegrate before the damaged zone starts to move 
downward. 


Figure 2. Possibilities to consider for modeling the collapse. 
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Which of the two models, above, best matches the images below? 





T 


(a) WTC2, demonstrating there is little to no free-fall debris ahead of the "collapse wave,’ 
(b) layer of uniform dust left by the "collapse." 


Figure 3: Images from the "collapse." 


If there was enough kinetic energy for pulverization, there will be pancaking or pulverization, but 
not both. For one thing, that energy can only be spent once. If the potential energy is used to 
pulverize a floor upward and outward, it can't also be used to accelerate the building downward. In 
order to have pancaking, a force is required to trigger the failure of the next floor. If the building 
above that floor has been pulverized, there can be no force pushing down. As observed in the 
pictures below, much of the material has been ejected upward and outward. Any pulverized 
material remaining over the footprint of the building will be suspended in the air and can't 
contribute to a downward force slamming onto the next floor. With pulverization, the small 
particles have a much larger surface-area-to-mass ratio and air resistance becomes significant. As 
we can recall, the dust took many days to settle out of the air, not hours or minutes. So, even 
though the mechanism to trigger the "pancaking" of each floor seems to elude us, let's consider the 
time we would expect for such a collapse. 
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Figure 4. Images illustrating what really happened that day 


To illustrate the timing for this domino effect, we will use a sequence of falling billiard balls, where 
each billiard ball triggers the release of the next billiard ball in the sequence by simply passing it in 
space. This is analogous to assuming pulverization is instantaneous and does not slow down the 
process. In reality, this pulverization would slow down the "pancake" progression, so longer times 
would be expected. Thus, if anything, this means the calculated collapse times are more generous 
to the official story than they need to be. Billiard balls are used as timing devices because they are 
identical (same size, mass, surface, aerodynamic properties...), all except for color. (The cue ball is 
not used in this example because it is a different size.) 


214 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


Case 2: ‘Progressive Collapse’ in ten-floor intervals 


To account for the damaged zone, let’s simulate the floor beams collapsing every 10th floor, as if 
something has destroyed 9 out of every 10 floors for the entire height of the building. This assumes 
there is no resistance within each 10-floor interval. i.e. We use the conservative approach that there 
is no resistance between floor impacts. In reality there is, which would slow the collapse time 
further. Also, there was only damage in one 10-floor interval, not the entire height of the building. 
Thus, if anything, this means the calculated collapse times are more generous to the official story 
than they need to be. Refer to the figure below. 


The clock starts when the blue ball is dropped from the roof (110th floor). Just as the blue ball 
passes the 100th floor, the red ball drops from the 100th floor. When the red ball passes the 90th 
floor, the orange ball drops from the 90th floor, ... etc. Notice that the red ball (at floor 100) cannot 
begin moving until the blue ball reaches that level, which is 2.8 seconds after the blue ball begins 
to drop. 


This approximates the "pancaking" theory, assuming that each floor within the "pancaking" 
(collapsing) interval provides no resistance at all. With this theory, no floor below the "pancake" 
can begin to move until the progressive collapse has reached that level. For example, there is no 
reason for the 20th floor to suddenly collapse before it is damaged. 


With this model, a minimum of 30.6 seconds is required for the roof to hit the ground. Of course it 
would take longer if accounting for air resistance. It would take longer if accounting for the 
structure's resistance that allows pulverization. The columns at each level would be expected to 
absorb a great deal of the energy of the falling floors. Thus, if anything, this means the calculated 
collapse times are more generous to the official story than they need to be. 
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(The lower value is the collapse time for Toor #100.) 
Figure 5. Minimum time for the collapse, if nine of every ten floors have been demolished prior to 


the "collapse." 


Case 3: ‘Progressive Collapse’ in one-floor intervals 
Similar to Case 2, above, let's consider a floor-by-floor progressive collapse. 


Refer to the figure below: 
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Figure 6. Minimum time for the collapse, if every floor collapsed like dominos. 


Case 4: ‘Progressive Collapse’ at near free-fall speed 


Now, consider the chart below. 


2.4 Söt _ 


110 = -E = = 
pen Free-fall time of first solid-blue ball = 9.22 sec | | 
l f -— ' li 
| 7 =a "Pancaked”" every 10 floors 
| EE _ with collapse initiatiated ahead of 








COCCCeOneeCnnOEE 
En 
Q 




















e-— = 
= | == the free-fall collapse wave 
fi : a0 ee 
; | T 
=" 2 70 } a =a 
— : — i | 
=} © | e ~ 
—_ | 5 O60 ll : a8 R x 
Hi LL N * 
==: 50 | TT | i N 
— | ee S 
E 40 — 4 ee Ee ieee 
| ed fF: | — n h NA 
=g @) = 30 —r 4 a oe W 
HIE © 20 eS wet | SSS 
f= BH o i 
SSi E 0 2 4 i 8 
q —— Time (seconds) 
g = 32.2 fisec” =" g” Total lime = 9.22 seconds 


Figure 7. Minimum Time for a Billiard Ball dropped from the roof of WTC1 to hit the 
pavement below, assuming no air resistance. 


Let's say that we want to bring down the entire building in the time it takes for free-fall of the top 
floor of WTC1. (Use 9.22 seconds as the time it would take the blue ball to drop from the roof to 
the street below, in a vacuum.) So, If the entire building is to be on the ground in 9.22 seconds, the 
floors below the "pancaking" must start moving before the "pancaking" ("progressive collapse”) 
reaches that floor, below. To illustrate this, use the concept of the billiard balls. If the red ball 
(dropped from the 100th floor) is to reach the ground at the same time as the blue ball (dropped 
from the 110th floor), the red ball must be dropped 0.429 seconds after the blue ball is dropped. 
But, the blue ball will take 2.8 seconds after it is dropped, just to reach the 100th floor in free fall. 
So, the red ball needs to begin moving 2.4 seconds before the blue ball arrives to "trigger" the red 
ball's motion. That is, each of these floors will need a 2.4 second head start for falling -- before the 
"free falling” floor is triggered to drop. But this also creates yet another problem: "the resistance 
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paradox."[] How can the upper floor be destroyed by slamming into a lower floor if the lower floor 
has already moved out of the way? 


Case 2, above, shows the red ball being dropped just as the blue ball passes that point. 


Remember, I'm assuming the building was turning to dust as the collapse progressed, which is 
essentially what happened. 


So, for the building to be collapsed in about 10 seconds, the lower floors would have to start 
moving before the upper floors could reach them by gravity alone. 


Did we see this? I believe it's pretty clear in some of the videos. The "wave" of collapse, 
progressing down the building, is moving faster than free-fall speed. This would require something 
like a detonation or destruction sequence. 


Realizing that, for example, the 40th floor needs to start moving before any of the upper floors have 
"free-fallen" to that point, why would it start moving? There was no fire there. And, if anything, 
there is less load on that floor as the upper floors turn to dust. 


In the picture (at right), notice that WTC2 is less than half of its original height, yet has no debris 
that has fallen ahead of the demolition wave. 





Figure 8. WTC2, demonstrating there is little to no free-fall debris ahead of the "collapse wave." 
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So, how could the ground rumble for only 8 seconds while WTC1 "disappeared?" I don't 
think this part of the building made a thud when it hit the ground. 





Figure 9(a). Dust from "collapse." 


This part of the building surely took a lot longer to hit the ground as dust than it would have if it 
came down as larger pieces of material. We know that sheets of paper have a very high surface- 
area-to-mass ratio and will stay aloft for long periods of time, which is why paper is an excellent 
material for making toy airplanes. The alert observer will notice that much of the paper is covered 
with dust, indicating that this dust reached the ground after the paper did. In the above picture, 
there are a few tire tracks through the dust, but not many, so it was probably taken shortly after one 
(or both) of the towers were down. Also, the people in the picture look like they've just come out of 
hiding, curious to see what just happened and to take pictures. If there had been a strong wind 
blowing the dust around, it would blow the paper away before it would have blown the dust onto 
the paper. So, the fact that much of the randomly-oriented paper is covered with dust indicates the 
relative aerodynamic properties of this dust. 


Also, notice the dark sky as well as the haze in the distance. This was a clear day with no clouds in 
the sky... except for the dust clouds. This overcast appearance as well as the distant haze can only 
be explained by dust from the "collapse" that is still suspended in the air. 


In a conventional controlled-demolition, a building's supports are knocked out and the building is 
broken up as it slams to the ground. In a conventional controlled-demolition, gravity is used to 
break up the building. Here, it seems that the only use of gravity was to get the dust out of the air. 


Conclusion 


In conclusion, the explanations of the collapse that have been given by the 9/11 Commission Report 
and NIST are not physically possible. A new investigation is needed to determine the true cause of 
what happened to these buildings on September 11, 2001. The destruction of all seven WTC 
buildings and especially WTC1 and WTC2 may be considered the greatest engineering disaster in 
the history of the world and deserves a thorough investigation. 
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Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings Disintegrate? 





Abstract-Foreword 


Disturbed about the content and quality of physicist Steven E. Jones' 9/11 work, Drs. Morgan 
Reynolds and Judy Wood conducted a peer-review. This review covers ten major issues which 
include demolition of WTC 7, demolitions of WTC 1&2, evidence for high-energy explosives, 
thermite, glowing aluminum, No Big Boeing Theory (NBB) and other issues. In the "truth 
movement," it is vital that we police our own. If we don't, the defenders of the OGCT certainlly 
will. You can be sure that it will get mighty ugly when defenders of the OGCT find major errors. 
This is the purpose for having research peer reviewed. 


Introduction 


Four years after the event, a Brigham Young University physics professor, Steven E. Jones, 
suggested that the destruction of the World Trade Center skyscrapers was not caused by impact 
damage and associated fires but by pre-positioned explosives. Jones’ paper caused a stir because of 
his credentials and apparent expertise in physics, mechanics and chemistry. Jones is the only full 
professor in physics at a major university who has publicly expressed skepticism about the official 
9/11 story. Jones’ background includes research in the controversial area of "cold fusion," but his 
work in muon-catalyzed fusion did not seem to produce any significant energy and hence proved a 





dead end, in contrast to the promising electrochemically-induced process. 
Figure 1: Professor Steven E. Jones in his office. 


Within weeks of Jones’ arrival on the 9/11 scene Dr. Jim Fetzer, a philosophy professor at the 
University of Minnesota-Duluth, founded a new organization? Scholars for 9/11 Truth?and invited 
Jones to become co-chair, effectively second in "command." The society grew rapidly to 300 
members and Fetzer and Jones made notable strides in publicizing shortcomings in the official 9/11 
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story. Steven Jones’ star continues to rise: "Now he [Steven E. Jones] is the best hope of a 
movement that seeks to convince the rest of America that elements of the government are guilty of 
mass murder on their own soil," writes John Gravois in the Chronicle of Higher Education, June 23, 
2006. Canadian chemist Frank R. Greening says members of the 9/11 conspiracy community 
"practically worship the ground (Jones) walks on because he’s seen as a scientist who is preaching 
to their side." 


Among other activities, Jones initially was responsible for the scholars’ discussion forum and he 
and Judy Wood instituted a "peer-reviewed" Journal of 9/11 Studies. Jones appointed the advisory 
editorial board, later Kevin Ryan as co-editor and chose the "peers" to review manuscripts. Peer- 
review normally boosts the prestige of academic articles because professors within the same 
discipline review manuscripts but in this case there is little or no such review, even when offered. 
That fact convinced Wood to resign. 


The steep ascendant of one scientist puts many of the 9/11truth movement’s eggs in one basket. The 
question is, are we being set up for a fall? The time for applauding Jones’ stepping forward has 
passed. Events force us to take a hard look at Jones’ growing influence on 9/11 research. 


Overview 


Collectively we are engaged in a struggle to expose the government’s lies about 9/11. The physical 
sciences and analysis are key to this project. The only investigation worthy of the name has been 
conducted on the internet by researchers like Thierry Meyssan, Gerard Holmgren, Jeff King, 
Rosalee Grable, Kee Dewdney, Nico Haupt, Killtown, and "Spooked" who proved no Boeing 757 
went into the Pentagon, flight 93 did not crash in the designated hole near Shanksville, PA, and the 
WTC towers were demolished by explosives. 


Unfortunately, Jones fails to credit this body of research. More importantly, 
e Jones’ work is deficient as shown below 


e Its overall thrust is to rehabilitate portions of the Official Government Conspiracy Theory 
(OGCT). 


More specifically, we assert: 


e Demolition at the WTC was proven fact long before Jones came along, but he initially said 
that it is "...a hypothesis to be tested. That’s a big difference from a conclusion..." His 
subsequent concentration on issues like steel-cutting thermite and experiments with newly- 
discovered materials from unofficial sources allegedly from the WTC site have undermined 
confidence in demolition. 


e That no Boeing 757 went into the Pentagon was proven years ago but Jones suggests it is 
unproven because the Scholars are split on it, though truth is hardly a matter to be 
democratically decided. 
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e Jones ignores the enormous energy releases at the twin towers apparently because his 
favorite theory, thermite and its variants, cannot account for data like nearly complete 
transformation of concrete into fine dust. Instead, in a blinkered fashion Jones narrows the 
issue to thermite versus mini-nuke (fission bomb) and predictably finds no evidence for a 
mini-nuke. 








=: 





ore cy 





Figure 2: Mostly unburned paper mixes with the top half of the Twin Towers. As seen a block 
away, a large portion of the towers remains suspended in air. 


e Jones neglects laws of physics and physical evidence regarding impossible WTC big plane 
crashes in favor of curt dismissal of the no-big-boeing-theory (NBB). He relies on "soft" 
evidence like videos, eyewitnesses, planted evidence and unverified black boxes. When 
others challenge how aluminum wide-body Boeings can fly through steel-concrete walls, 
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floors and core without losing a part, Jones does not turn to physics for refutation but 
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continues to cite eyewitnesses and videos, thereby backing the OGCT. 


Figure 3(b): Loss of a chunk (sizable section) out of this tower would be inconsequential. 
Source 


Figure 3(c): If the tower is viewed as a "towering tree" and the Keebler Elves carved out a 
residence, no measurable weakening would occur. If their cookie oven set fire to the tree, it 
would be inconsequential. 


On 9/11 issues where the case is proven and settled, Jones confounds it. On controversies with 
arguments and evidence on both sides like NBB, he conducts no physical analysis and sides with 
OGCT. The world asks, what energy source could have transformed 200,000 tons of steel- 
reinforced concrete into ultra-fine particles within seconds, suspended in the upper atmosphere for 
days while leaving paper unharmed, hurling straight sticks of steel hundreds of feet, incinerating 
cars and trucks for blocks, and leaving nary a desk, computer, file cabinet, bookcase or couch on the 
ground? Jones seems to reply, "Superthermite." 
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4b) Peculiar wilting of car doors and deformed window surrounds on FDR Drive. 


4c) Blistered car with unbumed upholstery and unburned plastic window molding. 
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4d) Front half of a car burned with an unburned rear half. 


4e) What burned and dragged these cars and mangled the left rear wheel? 





4f) What was this object across the street? What caused that line of burn marks on the hood of 
the car in the foreground? 
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WTC Demolition 


The demolitions of WTC 1, 2 and 7 were different yet Jones treats them implicitly as if they are 
alike. The perpetrators essentially destroyed WTC 7 from the bottom up in a gravity-assisted 
collapse, while WTC 1 and 2 were primarily top-down, virtually unassisted by gravity and 
destroyed by a combination of conventional and unconventional devices. Jones points to 
conventional demolitions which leave clean-up crews with only short piles of rubble and remarks, 
"As observed for WTC 7, also WTC 1 and 2?the Twin Towers?on 9-11-01" [pdf (7/19/06) p. 16].", 
as if all demolitions are alike and have short stacks. The perpetrators could not order an off-the-rack 
demolition from aisle 7B to cleanly take down one-quarter-mile tall towers each containing 





approximately 100 acres of interior space. 


5b) Demolition gone bad: the leaning tower of South Dakota fails to collapse any further. 





5c) Demolition starts bad: the top 300 feet of WTC 2 tilted as much as 23° before being 
blown to kingdom come. 
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5d) No one had ever attempted to demolish a building nearly the size of a twin tower, and 
smoke from WTC 1 helped to distract and cover up problems in destroying WTC 2. 





5e) WTC 1 smoke obscures WTC 2 demolition. 


The scrap guys could not believe the twin towers had so little rubble. "It simply did not seem 
possible that two of the world’s tallest buildings had all but disappeared...In total, 2,700 vertical 
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feet of building, containing nearly 10 million square feet of floor space, were reduced to a tangled, 
smoking, burning heap less than 200 feet thick." 


6a) Ground zero rubble was surprisingly small. 





6b) The rubble was not deep enough to reach the undercarriage of the black Cushman scooter 
in the foreground and the flag poles in the background look full height. 
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6c) Where did the quarter-mile-high buildings go? 


229 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 





6e) Ground zero looks bombed out because it was. Little of the buildings remain and many 
husky, beefy beams (Figure 3 above) are gone. There was surprisingly little collateral damage 
to nearby buildings. 





6f) An earthquake-induced collapse in Pakistan suggests how much rubble and how little dust 
should have been at Ground Zero if the government’s gravitational collapse story were true. 
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Thermite and Glowing Liquid Aluminium 


Over a year before Jones appeared, Derrick Grimmer, a Ph.D. physicist from Washington 
University-St. Louis and member of the Scientific Panel Investigating Nine Eleven (SPINE), posted 





a scientific article about possible use of thermite to melt sections of the WTC core. Jones does not 
cite this work but begins with the WTC study by the government’s National Institute of Standards 
and Technology (NIST) and its videos and pictures of liquid metal pouring from a window of the 
WTC 2. Jones does not challenge these data though they appear to violate the laws of physics. 
Where would heat sufficient to melt "huge" quantities of metal come from, allow it to collect in 
large reservoirs and pour along unspecified (irrigation) channel(s)? And how could thermite, which 
is little more than a cutting torch, melt mass quantities of metal [see Figure 14(b) and (c)]. After a 
confrontation, Jones admitted that Andrew Johnson spliced the videotape but they fail to tell us 
what was spliced to what and why and what the effect is. NIST claims the pictures and videos were 
from Reuters and WABC-TV but are they real? They look fake. Who took the pictures? What was 
the chain of custody? Is there evidence of photo-shopping? 


NIST acknowledges it "adjusted" the intensity of the photos somehow, so they were already 
doctored. Perhaps it was real phenomena but we strongly doubt it because 


e No heat source is specified 


e The liquid inexplicably appears to flow from a window rather than the floor and there is no 
explanation for what surface would support the flow 


e The flow changes windows 


e The aluminium cladding on the exterior displays no signs of heat or melting despite the fact 
that iron begins to melt at 1538° C and aluminium alloys begin to melt at temperatures 
under 660° C 


e The flow disappears prior to destruction of WTC 2 as the video jumps. 





© 2001 WABC-TV pi 
9:53:51 a.m. 


Bes ope 75. ips iew of the northeast cor Be is a frame captured from a v video at 9:53:51 a.m. The intensity 
e been adjusted, and column and floor numbers have been added. — s highlight a hanging object that 
that is v isible Gök windows on the 82nd floo 
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Figure 10(a):NIST reports: "The intensity levels have been adjusted..." NIST does not say if 
the adjustment was uniform, confined to a particular window or what. The images have been 
tampered with and therefore are useless as data to scientists. 


© 2001 WABC-TV I 
9:53:51 a.m. 





Figure 10(b): Jones’ edited version of the photo ignores the NIST alert that "the intensity 
levels have been adjusted." He has also used spliced videotapes without identifying they were 
tampered with. 


Figure 10(c): The alleged flow appears in a different window. 


We cannot explain how molten metal would pour from a window ledge and then move and pour 
from another window ledge, although NIST claims the flow performed such a feat within seven 
minutes of collapse. We need answers to these questions before we become convinced that the event 
was real and therefore deserves analysis. 


Jones claims that the pictured flow cannot be aluminum because, "Molten aluminum in daylight 
conditions (like 9-11 WTC) is silvery-straw-gray at all temperatures". Laboratory demonstrations in 
late February 2006 by Wood and Zebuhr (1980-2006) cast serious doubt on Jones’ contention. 


3 A 


Jones’." even documents the various colors of aluminum as temperatures increase. All metals, 
including aluminum, glow as temperatures rise. The exact appearance depends on the mix of 
impurities like oil and oxidation in the metal yet Jones argues. 


",,.the approximate temperature of a hot metal is given by its color, quite independent of the 
composition of the metal. (A notable exception is falling liquid aluminum, which due to low 
emissivity and high reflectivity appears silvery-gray in daylight conditions, after falling 
through air one to two meters, regardless of the temperature at which the poured-out 
aluminum left the vessel. Aluminum does incandesce like other metals, but faintly so that the 
conditions in the previous sentence falling [sic] liquid aluminum will appear silvery-gray 
according to experiments at BYU [Jones references himself])." 
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We have no explanation for why Jones would insist, contrary to evidence outside BYU, that flowing 





aluminum does not glow at high temperatures in daylight conditions. This color chart shows that all 
pure metals are the same color at each temperature. 
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Structural Steel 
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*Thermite (typical) White 





Figure 11(a): Jones' Temperature Chart [Source1] [Source2] 
Figure 11(b): Temperature Chart [Source] 


At 600°C Al has a minimal glow as all metals do. An electric stove burner, for example, barely 
glows at that temperature and you may have to turn off the lights to see it. 


Professor Jones uses the copyright photo below to support his claim that Al has no glow under 
daylight conditions. Yet this picture is not proof because there is no confirmation of what is being 
poured and at what temperature. Aluminum begins to melt at 660°C and has low emissivity, as iron 
does, and this picture just shows something being poured. The bucket or mold may be iron or steel, 
but they not glowing. If they are cold, the lack of visible reaction in the form of steam or sizzle must 
be explained. 


Molten metal mystery at WTC (left)... Is it more like 
molten iron from Thermite(upper right)? Or more like 
pouring molten aluminum (bottom right, 2 photos) 


* Thanks to Brian 
Vasquez & Michelle 
Jones for contributing 

ere 





fabio 002 L-Oliverl| --BackyardMetalcasting.com 
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Figure 12(a): Jones uses this picture. [source | 





Figure 12(b): Apples and oranges compared, as text below explains. 


Colour 


Orange | 
Light Red | 
Light Cherry 
Cherry 
Dark Cherry 
Blood Red 


Brown Red 





Figure 12(c): This picture appears to have been taken indoors, in a dark room. If that is 
"daylight" outside the window, it clearly is not shining in through the window as there are no 
shadows. In addition, the pot in this picture is more out of focus than anything else in the 
picture, which would imply a slow shutter speed. It appears that the technician is shaking the 
pot in an effort to get the aluminium out of it. Fast shutter speeds are used in bright daylight. 
If the motion of the pot is captured on camera, can this really be considered to be "in daylight 
conditions?" 


If the anomaly observed in the pictures of the south tower is even a real phenomenon and if it is 
iron, Jones’ favored interpretation, it must be above 1538°C. To rule out molten aluminum in these 
south tower pictures,aluminum would have to be heated above 1538°C for a valid comparison. Here 
is an analogy: who would conclude that a liquid at 25°C (room temperature) cannot possibly be 
water because we all know H20 is a solid at -5°C? No one. Or, is Steven Jones going to rule out 
"water" as the liquid because "water" is a solid at -5°C? 
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(a) Water at -10 to 0°C [2006 Olympic Trials] 


(b) Some liquid at 25°C [Source] 





Figure 13: (a) Speedskaters stand on solid water and (b) a glass of a clear liquid at 25°C 
(room temperature) 


Compare apples to apples, oranges to oranges, one metal to another under the same conditions. In 
the case of an aluminum alloy, it only takes about 600°C to become liquid. We can see that the 
aluminum pictured at BYU is nowhere near 1538°C because it is solid, it is not flowing, the 
container and its handle do not glow and flimsy gloves offer plenty of protection. Notice the steam 
coming off the pot that we do not see in Figure 12(a). 


Aluminium does not remain "silvery" at elevated temperatures. 


Note that the emissivity of Aluminium increases with temperature. 





hE, L.Oliver | - BackyardMetalcasting.com 
Figure 13(c): Aluminum alloy at 580-650°C [Backyard Metalcasting.com] 
Figure 13(d): Aluminum at ~1000°C [International Aluminium Institute | 


Figure 13(e): Aluminum at ca. 1500°C [Popular Mechanics] 


Colour oc 
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Light Yellow Æ = = | 
Yellow 
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Cherry 
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Brown Red 
Figure 13(f): 99.7% pure aluminum at approximately 1,000° C (Wood/Zebuhr). 
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Figure 13(g): Aluminum and its tungsten boat glow approximately the same, illustrating that 
the two metals possess similar emissivity (Wood/Zebuhr). Tungsten glows in daylight 
conditions (turn on your porchlight at noon) and is used in light bulbs because of its high 
emissivity. Al converges on tungsten’s emissivity at high temperatures. There is no reason to 
eliminate aluminum as the liquid flowing from the south tower based on alleged differences in 
emissivity among Al, W, Fe at temperatures of 1500°C and higher. 


Thermite plays a major role in Jones’ work on the demolitions. He concludes that his thermite 
evidence points exclusively to its use in WTC demolitions based on the testimony of lawyer Robert 
Moore and 9/11 activist Michael Berger plus his own reasoning that "thermite ejects globs of 
molten white-hot iron" and is too dangerous to work with. Jones believes that clean up crews at 
WTC did not use thermite. Yet these pictures from Ground Zero suggest room for doubt. In the 
tangle of the WTC mess, thermite would be useful to cut steel under conditions of poor 
accessibility. Nor is thermite as dangerous as Jones suggests. Jones has even used a video of college 
kids playing with thermite. (YouTube) 


237 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 





Figure 14(a), (b), (c): Maybe thermite was used in the Ground Zero clean up. 


What about nanoaluminum for cutting steel? Jones calls it "superthermite" and jumps to the 
conclusion that it caused the molten metal pools burning 99 days without eliminating competing 
hypotheses. There is no proof that thermite could cause such long-lived, intense fires. Jones and 
others might conduct experiments to prove otherwise, but we doubt such a result can happen. "Such 
molten-metal pools never before seen... with controlled demolitions which did not use thermite, nor 
with building fires, nor with thermal lances," writes Jones, "Huge quantities of the stuff." Jones 
asserts "that much thermite was used to bring the buildings down" [pdf (7/19/06) p. 62]." but if 
proven wrong, there is little or no fallback position. Placing all eggs in a thermite carton may lead to 
slim breakfasts down the road. 


Another issue is how the perpetrators could deploy and control the necessary thermite. With 236 
perimeter columns and 47 core columns and 110 floors to cut loose in each tower, it might take 
31,000 large thermite deposits/canisters igniting in a computerized sequence to bring each tower 
down. Even if thermite was placed on alternate floors, that would be 15,500 charges in each tower. 
Then there is the problem of sufficient radio frequencies with 220 floors, each with its own set of 
frequencies. Professor Jones might give these scenarios some thought. 


Professor Jones reports that he has analyzed a piece of solidified metal slag from WTC. He provides 
no documentation of the source or evidence regarding the chain of custody. He concludes that the 
presence of manganese, sulfur and fluorine suggest a "thermite fingerprint". Perhaps he is right but 
there is no independent corroboration. Can outsiders test the slag? Jones has proved nothing. 
Demolition is corroborated, proven and undoubtedly involved steel cutters to insure swift collapse 
of the lower structure, but the cutters were not necessarily thermite. Without proof, thermite 
advocates put themselves out on a limb. 
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High Energy Devices 


Thermite is a non-starter to account for phenomena (see 911eyewitness) like these: 


1. Disintegration of 99% of concrete into ultra-fine dust (50% of particles under 100 microns 
in samples from three locations, Dr. Thomas Cahill and his group measured concentrations 
of particles in ranges from 0.09 to 2.5 microns). 


2. Superheated steels ablating?vaporizing continuously as they fall?as seen in video clips of the 
towers collapsing. This requires uniform temperatures roughly twice that of thermate (see 
Figure 17a below). 


3. The North Tower spire stood for 20-30 seconds, evaporated, went down, and turned to steel 
dust. 
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Figure 18(a): Large sections of outer wall to the left and somewhat hidden to the right blow 
off the tower. 





Figure 18(b): What scooped out the middle portion of the building across the street from 
WTC2? 


e Sharp spikes of Richter 2.1 and 2.3 in seismograph readings occurred at the start of both 
tower collapses. Short duration and high power indicate explosive event, as illustrated by the 
audio track recorded in Rick Seigel video, 911EYEWITNESS. The abrupt cessation of 
movement implies no collapse but sudden termination of shifting of debris. 
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Figure 19: Audio signal stops abruptly, indicating no expected tapering off from a "settling 
process" in the debris pile. Source: [911eyewitness| 





Electrical outage over a wide area with repairs taking over three months, suggesting EM 
pulses. 


Fires took 100 days to extinguish despite continuous spraying of water and huge rainstorms. 


Brown shades of color in the air suggest something odd occurred. Air had pH levels of 12 of 
a maximum 14. TV and documentary footage changed the color balance to blue to disguise 
this fact according to Rick Siegel, indicating complicity in the cover-up. 


Elevated tritium levels measured in the WTC area, according to Siegel, but not elsewhere in 
New York. 


Pyroclastic flow observed in concrete-based clouds must have resulted from explosives, not 
thermite. Huge expanding dust clouds multiples times the volume of the building, indicating 
extreme levels of heat in excess of traditional demolition explosives. 
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e Some rescue workers and 14 rescue dogs died too soon afterward to be attributed to asbestos 
or dust toxins. 
e Decontamination procedures used at Ground Zero (hi-pressure water spraying) continuously 


for all steel removed from site. Constant scrubbing of the site made it look like it was clean 
enough to eat off of. Officials plainly did not want any outsider to find something. 





Figure 20(a): Lower Manhattan was not the only recipient of a hose job. 
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Figure 20(b): All new cranes quickly on site (ordered in advance?) and lots of scrubbing. 
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Figure 20(c): New York City makes a clean sweep of it. 


No bodies, furniture or computers found in the rubble, but intact sheets of paper littered the 


dust-covered streets. Material with significant mass may have absorbed energy and were 
vaporized while paper did not. 


200,000 gallon sprinkler and water supply systems were in WTC1 and WTC2, but there was 
no water in the ruins. 


Many cars and trucks exploded around the WTC and caused burned out wrecks that were 
not hit by debris. A group of police cars on the FDR Drive had parts roasted. EM pulses may 


have caused electrical components to explode and burn vehicles far from the WTC site (see 
Figure 4 above). 


These data should excite scientific curiosity. Citing a photo of a mushroom cloud atop a tower 
[pdf (8/15/06) p. 18]. Jones calls it "evidence for use of explosives, like RDX, HMX, or 
Superthermite (nanoaluminum powder)." Massive mushrooms tops do not erupt from a 
building imploding from RDX. The towers were not imploded. They were exploded. They 
were blown to kingdom come. Normally, people look at "what" happened and then try to 
figure "why" or "how" it happened. There is no good reason to stick to the familiar or 
conventional in the belief that the perpetrators would not kill citizens with exotic devices. The 
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stone-cold killers would use whatever was in the arsenal and would do the job best, including 
simplifying the cover story. 


Jones asks a question related to high-energy-release phenomena: "Could mini-nukes have been used 
on the Towers?" He explains, "Hypothesis was raised by someone (not me) [so] we do experiments 
to find out! (Scientific method)". We wonder what experiments Jones did with mini-nukes on the 
BYU campus. Experimental method aside, it is not scientific to bypass data and set off to disprove a 
circumscribed hypothesis proposed by somebody (a "bad" person?). Jones claims he tested a metal 
slag (origin unknown) for radioactivity (what kind? what instruments?) and found nothing above 
background levels. Residents of New York City reportedly detected abnormal radiation on hand- 
held Geiger counters at the WTC site, though we cannot vouch for the veracity of these reports. 
While we too doubt a fission bomb was used, Jones’ assertions play no role in our assessment. 


Tritium would be a telltale sign that an extraordinary device was employed on the Twin Towers. 
Jones says he tested an air sample (origin and preservation technique unknown) and found only 
traces of tritium. Until independent researchers test verified samples, there is nothing here but 
Jones’ word and we leave it to you to decide its value. Jones takes a victory lap ("Mission 
Accomplished") by saying, "So the evidence is strongly against the ‘mini-nuke’ idea, which no 
longer be promoted [sic] unless and until the above compelling evidences [sic] can be successfully 
overturned" 


A promising hypothesis derives from the super fine particles found by Dr. Cahill, so small that they 
would normally occur only if metals were heated to the boiling point, e.g., approximately 2,750° C 
for steel, that is, steel vaporized and re-condensed as particles. Since such temperatures were not 
reached, the process would be something that could extract or neutralize the bond energy of metal 
atoms. Call it an "alien ray gun." It may be a scalar interferometer: tune two electromagnetic scalar 
waves So their interference zone extracts energy at a wavelength corresponding to the bonding 
forces in the metal and it begins to fall apart. This hypothesis necessarily involves secret 
technology, so it is not a proven but possible explanation for the data. We encourage Professor Jones 
to investigate. 
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The Pentagon 


Jones did no research that we know of on the Pentagon incident. Most 9/11 skeptics believe no 
Boeing 757 crashed into the Pentagon because the gash was too small, no plane marks left on the 
building (airliner silhouettes of passage at the Twin Towers, not at the Pentagon even though 
concrete is brittle and more likely to shatter and show a plane’s imprint), no verified debris, no 
bodies, no blood, it is physically impossible to land a 757 at a speed of 500+ mph because of the 
downwash sheet, etc. 
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Figure 21(a): A small hole in the wall, no plane silhouette and no wreckage. If the Boeing 
does not fit, you must quit (the plane story). 


Figure 21(b): The putting green in front of the Pentagon. 
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Figure 21(c): An airliner would have to hop over the unburned cable spools before hitting the 
ground floor. 


Figure 21(d): Pieces around the car are not burning or burned while the steel hood is burning 


and burned through and the right front fender is noticeably distorted. Jet fuel does not burn 
through steel and therefore cannot burn through steel hoods and engines. 


246 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


"The question of what hit the Pentagon on 9/11 has NOT reached a consensus among the Scholars 
group", says Jones. The word NOT suggests that people should suspend judgment. Maybe a big 
Boeing magically shrunk itself and disappeared inside the Pentagon. Voting machines, surveys and 
Steven E. Jones’ subjective guesses aside, facts are not determined by polls. "Several of the 
Scholars group argue...perhaps a B737 rather than a B757 (AA flight 77)" went into the Pentagon," 
Jones persists, offering zero scientific evidence for this hunch. If the hoax of a Boeing at the 
Pentagon is unproven, nothing about the 9/11 hoax has been proven. "We also seek answers as to 
why there were no air defenses to stop the incoming jet!". With no proof of an incoming jet, Jones 
assumes OGCT. Jones and the scholars should hunt the Boeing. 
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No Big Boeing Theory (NBB) 


At the heart of the 9/11 fiction, we were told that, using only boxcutters, Arabs hijacked four 
airliners and crashed them in designated locations? Jones sees no real problems with this story. He 
is hostile to the "no big boeing theory" (NBB), the theory that no Boeing 767 airliners went into 
either WTC tower, and no Boeing 757 airliners went into the Pentagon or the Shanksville covered 
strip mine. Advocates usually allow for missiles or other air vehicles flying about, including 
unmanned (UAV’s), or even smaller planes. Jones’ motivation is unclear, but he applies no physics 
to the events and fails to study the physical evidence associated with the alleged crashes. An 


objective scientist, for example, would review data like this silhouette of passage in WTC 1: 





Figure 22(a): Silhouette of passage by invincible Boeing 767? 
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Figure 22(b): Silhouette of passage by Invincible RoadRunner. Hnmmmmm!? 


Figure 22(c): Beep! Beep! 


No airplane debris was visible in the gash and no verified debris was knocked to the ground below 
the impact wall. Consider the conspicuous right wing tip mark. If the Roadrunner can fly through an 
Acme steel plate, a Boeing can too, right? The aluminum airliner nose crashed into the steel wall 
and five steel/concrete floors, remaining intact. The fuselage disappeared far inside the gash without 
deformation, no torsion (twisting) and forward wing momentum no greater than the fuselage, 
despite stout resistance from the tower. In truth, with no direct resistance from the building and 
powered by full throttle engines, wing momentum would tear the wings from each suddenly- 
decelerating fuselage. Wing spars are built of strong but brittle forged aluminum and must break off. 
But back to the government-media fairy tale: As each wing root and its jet fuel and heavy 
undercarriage crashed into walls and floors, no fuel spilled out and nothing burned across the face 
of the building, all fuel being carried inside. Since 767 wings are swept back about 35 degrees, each 
intact wing had to sever steel columns and spandrel belts sequentially over milliseconds, each 
aluminum forward edge effectively "sawing" through steel columns/belts and steel-reinforced 
concrete floors with nothing breaking off. Amazing! Despite no structural connection to the main 
spar, the right wing tip in question survived this assault and then tattooed the aluminum facade, 
demurely slipping inside each building. Gullible Americans and most American physicists, judging 
by their silence, join Steven E. Jones in embracing the WTC airplane fiction. 
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Figure 23: A C-130, about half the weight of a Boeing 767, hit this 10-story apartment 
building at approximately the 8th floor in Tehran last December and crumpled outside, 
throwing debris around and spilling burning jet fuel over the impact wall and inside the 
building. 
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Figure 24: Three-pound bird goes mano a mano with aluminum plane and does heavy 
damage. [source] 
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The incurious Jones passes up a treasure trove of data which defy logic and laws of physics: 
1. Holes in the towers too small to swallow wide-body 767s. 
2. No plane debris on the ground below the impact holes. 
3. No fuel burned below gashes of either tower (Figure 22). 
4. No plane debris visible in the gashes, hanging out, nor outside any exit side. 


5. Videos showing the same impossible physics, gliding smoothly at 500+ mph through the 
steel exterior and steel/concrete floors and stopping within a tenth of a second inside, 
suddenly destroying itself and vanishing with virtually all 3.1 million parts inside. 


6. Virtually no airplane debris at any of the four alleged crash sites ("the cleanest crash sites in 
aviation history" except for evidence planted by government agents) and no time-change 
parts with serial numbers unique for each aircraft ever identified or proven. 


7. As retired software engineer in the aerospace industry Joseph Keith says, "Every video that 
shows impact shows a plane flying through the tower wall the same way it flies through thin 
air: no cratering effect, no pushing parts of the building in, no crunching of the airframe as it 
hits resistance, no reaction from the heavy engines and hidden landing gear, no parts 
breaking off, no outer 30 feet of the wing breaking off, no bursting, shredding or bending of 
the wing," "No nothing.” The videos are fake. 





It is a foregone conclusion for Jones (apparently) that airliners went into the Twin Towers, no 
questions asked. Even when he discusses demolition, Jones reinforces the plane fiction: "Think of 
it?just put explosives for (sic) a few upper floors (like where the planes went in)" Or, Jones cites 
Fire Engineering magazine without criticizing its assertion of "structural damage from the planes 
and explosive ignition of jet fuel" Or, "The data as a whole are sufficiently compelling NOW to 
motivate an immediate investigation of parties, besides the 19 hijackers/Al Qaeda, who might have 
had a role in 9/11 arson and murders". 


"Can anyone prove that al Qaeda acted ALONE?" writes Jones, "I have not seen any such proof" (p. 
124). The Government never attempted to prove its OBL fiction because it could not. OGCT is the 
most audacious fraud of all in a history littered with frauds like Operation Northwoods, Gulf of 
Tonkin incident, Watergate, Iran-Contra, Kuwait baby incubator hoax, Niger yellow cake and 
Saddam Hussein’s WMD. Rather than research, Jones assumes premises not in evidence. He has the 
Same amount of proof that al Qaeda conducted 9/11 as he has that 


No one can prove a lie, not even Steven Jones, hence government cannot prove OGCT. 


e 9/11 was solved on TV within 60 seconds of the second tower event by a Fox News anchor: 
an instant conspiracy theory 


e There is no proof of Arab hijackers, for example, no Arab names on passenger manifests 


e No verified security video tapes (fake of Dulles boarding nearly three years later) 
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e AA flights 11 and 77 were not in BTS data base 


e AA airliner tail numbers N334AA and N644AA not FAA-deregistered until January 14, 
2002 


e United airliner tail numbers N612UA and N591UA not deregistered until September 28, 
2005 


e "Tn our investigation, we have not uncovered a single piece of paper either here in the 
United States or in the treasure trove of information that has turned up in Afghanistan and 
elsewhere that mentioned any aspect of the September 11 plot," stated FBI Director Mueller. 
He claimed that the attackers used "extraordinary secrecy" and "investigators have found no 
computers, laptops, hard drives or other storage media that may have been used by the 
hijackers, who hid their communications by using hundreds of pay phones and cell phones, 
coupled with hard-to-trace prepaid calling cards." [Federal Bureau of Investigation, 


4/19/2002; Los Angeles ‘Times, 4/22/2002] 


e On June 6, 2006 the FBI stated that OBL is not wanted for 9/11 because the FBI has "no 
hard evidence" that he was involved 


e The U.S. government refuses to authenticate the December 13, 2001, bin Laden "confession 
video." 


e Mainstream media reported as many as ten of the accused hijackers alive after 9/11 (Hamza 
Alghamdi, Saeed Alghamdi, Salem Alhazmi, Ahmed Alnami, Abdulaziz Alomari, Mohand 
Alshehri, brothers Waleed M. Alshehri and Wail Alshehri, Mohammed Atta, Khalid 
Almidhdhar) and Majed Moqed was last reported seen in 2000. 


e Expressing uncertainty over the identity of the accused hijackers on September 20, 2001 FBI 
Director Mueller said, "We have several others that are still in question. The investigation is 
ongoing, and I am not certain as to several of the others" [Newsday, 9/21/2001]. On 
September 27, after revelations in the media about live hijackers, FBI Director Mueller 
responded, "We are fairly certain of a number of them." [South Florida Sun-Sentinel 
9/28/2001]. On November 2, 2001 Mueller stated, "We at this point definitely know the 19 
hijackers who were responsible," and said that the FBI would stick with the names and 
photos released in late September [Associated Press, 11/3/2002]. 








Saddam Hussein did it. 


"Did a faction in the government know about the hijackers’ pending attacks beforehand?" [pdf 
(7/19/06) p. 124]." Jones asks. The professor is clueless or a disinformation agent. He refers to pre- 
9/11 intelligence warnings that are disinformation, thereby echoing the blood libel that 9/11 was 
done by Arab hijackers. Jones defends the 9/11 Commission’s conventional air defense 
"breakdown" story. It is nonsense to make such statements backing the OGCT without looking at or 
conducting scientific research on these issues. 
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When Jones defends the WTC airliner story, he cites soft evidence like videos, "many, many 
eyewitnesses," unverified flight data recorders, an alleged consensus of Scholars’ (capital "S") in 
favor of airliners and calls for release of evidence (who but the government could object?). Jones 
says videos "clearly show the commercial jet liner." Doh! You mean the perps would fake a video 
and NOT show a jet liner? The question is, do the pixels reflect reality or is the jet liner image 
inserted? In NFL broadcasts, the first-and-ten line is inserted in real time, as are billboards at NBA 
and MLB games, even customized by region. At the Winter Olympics, TV trickery inserted the flag 
of each speed skater’s nation under the ice and then switched it in real time as the skaters switched 
lanes. Truly remarkable. 


Since he is no video expert, the clueless professor might ask himself if the Newtonian laws of 
motion still prevailed on 9/11. If so, then the videos are fake. But he answers, "many, many 
witnesses." Even if we granted many, many for the sake of argument, so what? One day in the past, 
many, many witnesses saw the earth was flat and five years ago many, many saw the psy-op on TV, 
including those who allegedly saw an airliner hit a tower from the street below or a skyscraper. 
Jones lays it on extra thick about eyewitnesses because once the videos are exposed for the fakery 
they are, that is what he and the government have left as proof. 


To sketch in a refutation of eyewitness accounts, first, most people in the "canyons" of lower 
Manhattan could not see a plane if it smacked into a tower at 500+ mph, and many said so. A plane 
at 500 mph would cover a 60’-wide street and its sidewalks within a tenth of second. Second, many 
witnesses heard no jet and most of the video sound tracks record no jet liner booming at incredibly 
high speed and low altitude. South tower penetration is silent in videos. Third, witness testimony is 
notoriously unreliable and fungible. Fourth, people lie (the perps hired actors, along with a script for 
complicit media). Fifth, physical evidence ranks number one with prosecutors and scientists while 
eyewitness testimony ranks lower, certainly no higher than second. A physics professor should 





exhibit more interest in physical evidence than hearsay inadmissible in court. 


254 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 





Figure 25(a): Landing gear amid dust, adjacent to old scaffolding, not on a street corner, close 
to curb, just left of the mid-point of a dusty Greco-Roman pillar lying in the gutter. 


Figure 25(b): Landing gear amid dust, adjacent to old scaffolding, not on a street corner, close 
to curb, just left of the mid-point of a dusty Greco-Roman pillar lying in the gutter. The 
crime-scene ribbon is oriented differently and the axel hanging over the curb more than in 
Fig. 25(a). 





Figure 25(c): Landing gear on a dust-free street corner near shiny new scaffolding, set back 
from the curb and no Greco-Roman pillar visible. The tire and brakes look different too. Note 
the failure surface of the shaft. It's sharp, not appearing to have bounced around on the 
pavement. It also appears to be a torsion failure. How can an explosion cause that? 
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Figure 25(d): Landing gear in new photo op: tire looks in better health, no extensive dust, new 
scaffolding, further from the corner, further forward toward the top of a dust-free Greco- 
Roman pillar. We suspect tampering with evidence J . Actors gape (no one walking on their 
way, a Suitcase on the morning of 9/11?) at nice tire and shiny shaft, wondering why the tire, 
brake housing and shaft would be unburned despite ejection through a "jet fuel conflagration" 





high atop a tower. 





Figure 25(e): This piece also has an affinity for canopy-covered scaffolding. 
Figure 25(f): And yet another view. 


Scrutiny of alleged eyewitness testimony, however, may not be entirely worthless. As far as we can 
tell, there is a dearth of testimony from disinterested witnesses affirming airliner flights into the 
WTC towers. Consider the first plane that allegedly flew into the North Tower: many thousands of 
people in Central Park plus northbound drivers, passengers and pedestrians along First, Second and 
Third Avenues, Lexington Avenue, Park Avenue, Madison Avenue, Fifth Avenue, Avenue of the 
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Americas, Broadway, etc., would have seen a low-flying AA Boeing 767 thundering 
south/southwest down the island of Manhattan. At high speed it would have been incredibly noisy, 
extraordinary and scary. It would have echoed down the canyons. The direction or source may not 
have been obvious at first. At 400+ mph the jetliner would have taken approximately one minute to 
fly less than seven miles from just north of Central Park into the North Tower, plenty of time for 
witnesses to see and track a plane go by but not hit the tower. Thousands of disinterested 
eyewitnesses could have confirmed a Boeing 767 flying overhead if the official story were true but 
I’ve not seen such interviews. The internet lacks credible "street interviews" and the controlled 
media did not go there. That is a telling fact. 


The witnesses offered are usually media people, "anonymous" or those who do not confirm a 
jetliner flying into a tower at all. From a legal, adversarial point of view, most WTC "eyewitness" 
testimony in favor of large airliners is highly vulnerable. Get them in court and cross-examine them 
under oath. That’s a whole new ball game and I strongly suspect that an attorney of the "Gerard 





Holmgren" variety would crush them. In a traumatic event, people switch into survival mode and 
their powers of observation become impaired, highly selective, and they are much more susceptible 
to media manipulation. One telephone caller to Bryant Gumbel of CBS said he just saw beams 
shoot out from the WTC building followed by "Wait a minute, the radio just reported it was plane 
parts that flew out of the building, so, I just saw plane parts fly out of the building." Radio is 
powerful enough but people are most susceptible to visual [pdf] manipulation. 


CNN, otherwise known as the Complicit News Network, was the lead sled dog that day, 
quickly set up the party line within minutes. Here is the key to CNN coverage that day: at 8:54 
a.m. Sean Murtagh, CNN’s vice president of finance and administration, "witnessed the crash from 
his nearby office" and tells [CNN Anchor Carol ]"Lin via an on-air phone call that the plane that hit 
the north tower was a ‘large commercial passenger jet.’" Uh huh. "My office faces south toward... 
the...what,...where the trade center used to be and... probably caught the last 5-6 seconds of flight 
of the first plane flying straight into the north tower. Impact, fireball and when it hit, it was like, you 
got like a thud in your stomach, like did I just see what I just saw?" Sure, sure. 


There is a credible eyewitness statement, right? Wrong. Here's what is wrong: first, CNN offices 
then were at 5 Penn Plaza on W. 33d street, almost three miles north of WTC, a 10-minute ride, not 
a walk. That’s not "nearby" by our lights. Second, facing south from an office on the 21st floor 
sounds good but it’s not a good vantage point because the plane would fly by in a flash, too fast to 
get a real fix on what it was. Third, the plane would take over 20 seconds to arrive at the north 
tower, not "the last 5-6 seconds of flight" claimed. Murtagh’s timing is off by an order of 
magnitude. While hugely effective, Murtagh is not credible. Fourth, CNN led its coverage with a 
report from one of its own executives about a large airliner flying into the North Tower. They did 
not even have enough respect for the audience to interview a hired actor on the street, instead 
putting the lie "in plain view" by broadcasting it from a CNN employee. Fifth, Murtagh is a lousy 
actor, with a flat, disinterested delivery that no appalled American watching an airliner fly into the 
North Tower could possibly muster. 
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Ok, let's continue for a bit. Some truth leaks out in early media coverage of a disaster because the 
controlled media is not entirely controlled down to the reporter level. It's almost amusing how 
Murtagh's lie is immediately overturned by the first unidentified female witness who insisted the 
North Tower hit came from inside, and then the second, Jeanne Yurman, who reported a sonic 
boom. Neither witness confirms Murtagh's report of a large airliner. 


Jones should conduct a thorough analysis of the witness testimony before pushing this tower of 
babel to prove a large airliner crashed into a tower. In any event, witness testimony contrary to the 
laws of physics is worse than useless. Perhaps our critique will lead him to conduct psychological 
experiments at BYU. 
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Shanksville, Pennsylvania 


To our knowledge, Jones passes over the Pennsylvania hoax, the Todd Beamer "Let’s Roll" fraud, 
the absurd "crash site" in Shanksville, PA. We wonder why. Perhaps we should applaud professor 
Jones for his silence on this issue because he has conducted no scientific investigation. Perhaps the 
perpetrators did such an embarrassing job and the story is so weak that he found no way to defend 
it. Yet Jones’ silence speaks loudly to us because it is so easy to prove OGCT a lie in Pennsylvania. 
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The professor might want to start his search with Hunt the Boeing II. 





Figure 26(a): Smoking hole near Shanksville, PA free of plane debris, bodies, luggage, etc. A 
local resident observed, "It’s the only place it could have gone down and be sure no one 
would be hurt." Translation: it was the only place where there could be no witnesses. 
According to media reports, no local resident claimed to see a plane crash. 


Figure 26(b): For national security and privacy reasons, the government has not yet shown 
this evidence of the Shanksville plane crash J . 
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The Scientific Method and Verified Evidence 


Jones goes to great pains to praise the scientific method. We could be unkind and term this refrain 
sanctimonious but it serves the useful purpose of hoisting Jones on his own petard. We need only 
cite data for high-energy releases at WTC and no evidence for Boeing crashes to see that Jones fails 
by his own standard. Jones fails to look carefully at the "what," that is, the data and then apply 
physical principles to analyze "how." Instead, he dismisses serious hypotheses with prima facie 
evidence on their behalf. 


Perhaps Professor Jones’ most disturbing offense is failure to verify his data and show 
reproducibility in his experiments. The origin of his evidence is shadowy, chain of custody 
unknown, and materials and proof for the testing processes undocumented. Just like the 9/11 
Commission’s methods, much of Jones’ so-called evidence is "self referential," that is, it is a closed 
loop of alleged results inaccessible and therefore unverifiable by outsiders. It is the "trust me" 
approach. Jones champions peer review yet he has never presented his 9/11 paper at a scientific 
conference despite at least one invitation, and his journal is not peer reviewed by scholars in the 
Same discipline. 


Vote for Jones 


Given Professor Jones’ enormous popularity in the 9/11 arena, we must undertake the unpleasant 
task of social analysis. Jones "evokes" the persona of a choirboy and he plays to the gallery. Here is 
evidence: over half of his slides have no connection with physical science, and instead are political. 
In effect, they proclaim, "Elect Steve, I wanna be your physicist, I’m a NICE guy." The clutter in 
Jones’ presentation ranges all over the map: Jones proudly points to "growing investigative support 
at BYU", a sympathy-soliciting but phony-sounding email threatening negative consequences and 
promising bribes (I’m a victim, I’m courageous), crowd—pleasing calls for 
investigation/impeachment, paeans to phony peak oil crises and fragile infrastructure, denunciation 
of corporate profits (he is a conservative and corporate profits are bad? Corporate losses are good?), 
solar cookers, shared values, the Prophet Nephi and other irrelevancies. 


Does anyone really care what a physicist says about Nephi, the U.S. Constitution, pre-9/11 
intelligence warnings, Able Danger, or an alleged insider sell-off of Raytheon pre-9/11? He even 
gets his economics wrong here because a pre-9/11 "buy-off" of Raytheon would profit insiders as 
defense contractors’ share prices would soar with the forthcoming "war on terror." Excusable error 
for a physicist perhaps but bad physics and use of his authority to pronounce in fields where he has 
no expertise are not excusable. All would be forgiven if he offered insights or revealed hidden 
truths, but he does not. As 911leyewitness creator Rick Siegel said in mocking Jones and his 
thermite diversion to explain missing towers, "Of course it was WMD, why else [call in] an 
educated nuclear physicist promoting solar cookers?" 


260 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


Conclusion 


Steven E. Jones, BYU physicist, rocketed to the top of the 9/11 research ladder based on position 
and credentials. But nearly a year later, his contributions range from irrelevant to redundant to 
misleading to wrong. He has not turned up a single item of value. The majority of what Jones says 
is political and his physics is egregiously wrong (SJ: aluminum "cannot" glow yellow in daylight), 
deceptive (SJ: WTC demolitions can be treated alike), nonexistent (SJ: jet liners crashed into WTC, 
a jet liner might have crashed into the Pentagon) and shallow (SJ: thermite is key to WTC 
demolitions). 


The proof that 9/11 was an inside job was well developed by internet researchers, not academics. 
The question now is whether participation by academic researchers will hamper or help in 
expanding our understanding of 9/11 and bringing the perpetrators to justice. Early returns from the 
most highly sought-after research on 9/11?that of physicist Steven E. Jones?predict little or no good 
will come from the academic establishment on either 9/11 truth or justice. Proof that 
government/media lied and 9/11 was an inside job is being confounded and rolled back. 


1) Ph.D. in economics, University of Wisconsin, Madison, 1971 
M.S. Economics, University of Wisconsin, Madison, 1969 
B.S. Economics, University of Wisconsin, Madison, 1965 


2) Ph.D. in Materials Engineering Science, from the Department of 
Engineering Science and Mechanics, Virginia Tech, 1992 

M.S. Engineering Mechanics, Virginia Tech, 1983 

B.S. Civil Engineering (Structural Engineering), Virginia Tech, 1981 


Critics may claim that we damage Scholars for 9/11 Truth by exposing failings in the work of 
Steven Jones, who has been thought of as the leading physical scientist. Yet the Scholars are 
"dedicated to exposing falsehoods and to revealing truths." S9/11T is devoted to applying the 
principles of scientific reasoning to the available evidence, "letting the chips fall where they may." 
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Tawa, Ontare F 
Minister of State for External Affairs (604) 980-6781 


(613) 992-2839 


OTTAWA 
June 4, 1986 


John Hutchinson 

3744 East Hastings St. 
Burnaby, B.C. 

vsc 2H5 


Dear Mr. Hutchinson: 


I acknowledge, with thanks, receipt of your correspondence of 
May, 1986 in which you request information from the Department 


of National Defence. 


Because this is a matter involving national security, the 
Department asked that I limit my involvement to forwarding your 
letter to C.S.I.S. headquarters here in Ottawa. They will be 
looking after your situation, and hopefully will be able to 
provide you with the information you desire. 


Thank you again for writing me. If ever I can be of assistance 
to you in the future, please do not hesitate to contact me again. 





a aM 
Chuck Cock, Mu Ap / ve 


North Vancouver - Burnaby 


CC /bg 
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Cabinet du menistre 


J Ciee ol ihe Minishar | 
de hi Déhenase malionale 


Ol Mational Olango 





October Fl; 1986 





Mr. Chick Conk, M.F. 

Parliamentary Secretary to the 
President of the Treasury Board 

Room Sja4-N 

House of Commons 

Gttawa, Canada 

KIA DAG 


Dear Hr. Cooks: 


On behalf of the Honourable Perrin Beatty, 
Minister of National Defence, thank you for your letter 
of October 23, 1986 concerning Mr. John Hutchison. 


Please be assured that your letter will be brought 
to the attention of Mr. Beatty as soon as possible and he 
will provide you with a complete reply. 


Yours sincerely, 





Duyan. Canada EIA CE7 
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5 April 1988 


Apt. 219 - 675 E 5 Ave. 


S 

| 

he 

i 
Hr. John Hutchison 
Vancouver, B.C. 


Dear Mr. Hutchison,. 


f Thank you for your letter. Dr. Lokken and I have not forgotten our 
visit to your laboratory on 24 March 1586 and I see that Or. Kuehn is 

| still following the progress of your werk. I am sure we will always 

| remember your laboratory as a unique ard'interesting place. 


In your letter you mention that ycu are making use of some of DREP's 
! surplus electronic equipment. While we are surprised that our surplus 
Fi equipment has this use, wa cannot comply with your request that we sell 
surplus equipment directly to you. I-3ħ afraid that this would not be 
legal because surplus OND equipment is‘sold only by Crown Assets. 
i 


Yours truly, 


for Chief /DREP 


Department of National Defence Ministère de la défense nationale 


| | ee i FMO Victoria, 5.6. PMO Victoria, B.C. 
Canada V0S 180 vS 160 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
WNIT STATES ARMY IM TELLISEHCI AND SPCURETS COMMA GS 
FRE EDM OF DLA | PRICE 
PORT CLOMGE GC MELDE, MAATLAMD JOTSS-SIS 





AZPLY TO 
ATTERTIGN Ge: 


([Fiies) F91 March 13, 1991 


Axion Oegereal Syatems 

$11 Dublin Street 

Hak Westainster 

Vancourer, B.C. 

Canada 

Daar Mr. Hutohisen: 

Eo: your letter December date! the 48 1990. 


We understand] that you received scar slides af your work taken OF 
Los Aliance and 0.5.A.I1 1903 June. 


Ae Fou imow the report is classified. 


We Supreat you go threv the proper fola act, The F.0.I.A. Titie 5 
Code 552. 


Howavar your project (The Histehtaon Effect} hoide merits in future 
deveiopaenta 


The bast of luck in your research. 
Sincerely, 


a 


Nr. & Brommer Files (DCII} 


ERCLOSURES 
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HATH AWAY 39 KENDAL AVENUE 
CONSULTING oe ee 
SERVICES VOX. FAX: (416) 929-9059 
HOME: (416) 923-8566 

John Hutchison July 17, 1993 


731 Sth Ave. #306 
New Westminster 
BC V3M 1X8 


Dear John, 

It was a pleasure seeing you again on 13&14 July after so 
long. Hal and I really enjoyed talking and discussing aspects of 
your life and research. I have very high regard for Hal and he 
regards your work with great interest. I know he will be a great 
asset when it comes to trying to understand the mechanism(s) 
involved in your Effect. 

As discussed during our meeting, on behalf of my client, I 
would like to propose the following scientific program. Since you 

are much more mobile than in previous years, I suggest that you 
come to Toronto for a 6 - 12 month research project. You can use 
part of my lab initially to start reconstructing the necessary 
apparatus. If. it becomes too cramped, we will secure nearby 
laboratory space to allow you to continue unhindered. We will also 
locate and provide nearby accommodation in an apartment or rented 
portion of a house for you. We shall also pay you a reasonable 
consulting fee or honorarium for time spent on the project. The 
precise amount and method of payment will be determined later in 
consultation with yourself if this overall proposal is agreeable 
to you. The costs of equipment will also be borne by myself. 

The objectives of the research program are to reconstruct the 
apparatus to working condition with a reasonable minimum of robust 
components as well as to fully instrument the system to assist in 
determination of the underlying physical principles involved in the 

"Hutchison Effect" for the betterment of mankind. 
—- ---——--The—term—"*working*— above ` means —attempting tne eee 
: apparatus to a state roughly equivalent to its operation during the 
1988/1989 time frame in Vancouver. That is, reasonably repetitive 
effects including lifts/levitations/hoverings of various materials 
as well as disruption/fracturing/alteration of materials more than 
once per hour, if possible. This effect rate is a program goal and 
may not be achievable in practice. 

The second objective implies that the system will have to be 

designed from the outset keeping in mind the necessity of 
instrumenting the various components. For example, chart recorders 
and possibly automated data acquisition systems may be required. 
This means that I will have to have some hand in the physical 
layout of the system, as in the mid-1980s US government personnel 
experiments. This is also due to the fact that I shall be working 
on behalf of other physicists such as Hal Puthoff who will, from 
time to time, suggest different tests to be carried out with the 
apparatus to try to determine precisely how it operates. 
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This project will be primarily concerned with scientific study 
and not with commercialization of the Hutchison Effect. That may 
or may not be part of subsequent phases of work, if so determined 
by my client. However, if it is determined that patents are 
warranted during this project, they would likely be assigned to my 
client but of necessity stating you as the inventor and providing 
a reasonable royalty percentage to you to be determined. I don’t 
wish to get bogged down in lots of legal documents and agreements 
during this project, as I’m sure you don’t. This project has to 
proceed in the true spirit of scientific endeavour and therefore 
trust is essential. We’ve known each other long enough to establish 
that sort of trust and I’m sure you can see the high degree of 
scientific integrity of Hal Puthoff and of my client as well. 
However, we can ensure your interests are protected prior to 
commencing the project if any patents or future commercial rights 
result from the research. 

Although it has not yet been finally determined, it will 
probably be necessary to restrict access to the apparatus, if for 
no other reason than safety. There are so many people around the 
world eager to see the apparatus in action that it would severely 
limit the scientific aspects of the project if you allowed anyone 
who wished to see the apparatus. It would probably be highly 
advantageous to have outside people see the apparatus in operation 
only after the scientific tests had been completed and only in a 
safe location. However, from time to time, we may agree to allow 
certain highly reputable scientists access to the apparatus to 
allow them to suggest additional tests. 

It is understood that the equipment would remain the property 
of my client until we determined that the necessary scientific data 
had been acquired. After that, we collectively could determine what 
happens to the apparatus. 

As you know, my client wishes to maintain complete anonymity 
and so security will be maintained at a high level for everyone’s 
benefit. The location of the lab must be kept confidential. 

As this is a scientific project involving ephemeral phenomena, 
a precise duration cannot be predicted at this time. However, the 

—_  _ funding is not completely unlimited and so we will likely have to _ 
establish milestones at several month intervals to determine 
whether the project is on track, or needs revising (or giving up 
completely - an unlikely scenario!). This will be done in concert 
with myself and Hal Puthoff. 


John, I hope this project proposal will be agreeable to you 
and that we can proceed to uncover the secret of the Hutchison 
Effect. I would like to see this project being dedicated to the 
memory of Alexis Pezarro, a man who dedicated himself to laying the 
groundwork for a better tomorrow. 


Yours truly, 


George Hathaw 


GE chent 


l Ha { Po the El 
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MEMO 
DATE: l4 February 1965 
TO: John Hutchison 
FROM: Hal Puthoff 


SUBJECT: Your Crystai Energy Generator 


Hi, Jonn, it's been awnile 


| was talking to George Hathaway ioday. and he tela me that you have 
improved considerably your crystal energy generator thal you showed us (driving 
a litte propeller, as I recall when we visitad you. Vall, congratulations, thats 
realy exciting. 


As turns out, | have a special interest in whet you're doing, because | 
have been working on theory as to how to extract energy from vacuum 
fluctuations - the so-called zero-point energy - and there is an effect thal | think 
might explain your device. In essence, when two dissimilar materiais are put 
loyeiher (for example, your crystal/metal interlaces) lhere is a zero-point-anergy- 
driven effect ithe Casimir Effect) that pulls the electrons toward the interface. and 
if conditions are right such that it is easier for the electrons to eo in ene direction 
than the other across the interface, then, when there ts an externe! circuit 
connection. this effect could be expected to drive curent around perpetually. 


What are the chances we could do some colighoration iogather on this? 
Wouid it be possible for me to make some measuraments on your device. or 
could you Supply us some of tne material so we could duplicate tae device? 
First, tying together theory with experimental demonstration makes a dynamit2 
combination that would make il much easier to market, sinca unless someone 
has an idea of how something might work they will hug you to death with nit- 
picking details, questions and skepticism. Aiso, by ine way, | have potential 
backers with big dollars in the wings who could help fund development of the 
device intg a market-viable prototype, if that might be useful - since my credibility 
with them is already established, they are just waiting for me to bring something 
lo their attention that looks good. l 


-Please let me know il we can test something one way or another and try ta 
tie rt into theery. 


With best regards, 
Hal 
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Robert W. Koontz, PLD. 1018 Washington St. Huntingdon, PA 16632 
Phone: §14-43-3458 Email: Roberthoonted Earthlink.net 


December 5, 204 
To Whom It May Concern: 


[ am writing this open letter to certify that John Hutchison, now living in British Columbia, 
Canida, has conducted sophisticated experiments that [ believe have demonstrated the existence 
of new and very umesual physical phenomena. These inchide what | believe is the mhi 
electrostatic and non-magnetic kevitation of solid, massive objects and also transmutation of 
certain solid metab. But, additionally, Mr. Hutchison has apparently discovered the existence of 
other exotic effects thal mest scientists of this era would possibly say could lie only within the 
realm of science fiction. 


With respect to Mr, Hutcheson's discoveries, which possibly parallel some aspects of research 
which has been underway in secret weapons laboratories within the former Soviet Union and 
within the United States, I believe they represent discoveries of inestimable significance to 
humanity’. 


Eventually, these kinds of discoveries could lead to such things as anti-gravitic space travel and 
could also possibly lead to some kinds of teleportation, even though previously | would have said 
that the latter ts impossible. Even now, it is only in the fice of empirical evidence that 1 have 
changed my opinion. 


| know of no open physics laboratory in the world which has conducted even a single experiment 
of the Kind that Mr, Hutchison has performed, | therefore believe i is imperative that Mir. 
Hutchison continue his research, and I offer my encouragement to any and all persons who may 
feel motivated to assist him either financially or in other ways. 


[hi man has a sublime giñ of the imagination. 
Sincerely, 


Kelot W. Kony 


Robert W. Koontz, Ph.D, 
Experimental Nuclear Physicist 
Former Staff Scientist, The Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory 
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UNITED NATIONS NATIONS UNIES i 





Pas fife eee ek ee eek oe = i 
Liiki MERETE Pee Pee saa iaj mj eee 


sse Ca N, 263.1970. TREATIES -12 27 Octeber 1978 


CONVENTION ÒH THE PROHIBITION OF MILITARY Of ANT OTHER 

HOSTILE USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL MODIFICATION TECHNIQUES 

APPROVED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED WATIOWS 
Of LO DECEMBER 1976 


TRANSHISSION OF CERTIFIED TALE COPIES OF THE CONVENTION 
RECTIFICATION OF THE CERTIFIE! OFlES (ENGLISH TEXT 





Sir, 
I have the honour, upon instructiona from the Secretary-General, 

TETT co transei karavith tvo certified true copies of the Conventions on the 
Prohibition of Military or Any Other Ecatile Use of Ecvironsenteal Mod(fleation 
Techniques, approved by the General Asaenbly of the United Wations ca 
10 Becesber 1976. 

fou Will note, however, that these texts are certified true copies 
fubject, tn the English text, to the caritaiization of the word “earth” ia 
the third line of article [I and the deletion of the cocoa after the vord 
“Convention” at the end of the third line in article VIII (3), so as to 
confers to the original. 

Accept, Sir, the assurances of sy highest consideration, 





The Legal Counsel 


sent to the Ministry of Fereien Affaira 
of Hesber States 
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No. 
jn The 


Supreme Court of Che United States 





JUDY WOOD, on behalf of the 
United States of America, 
Petitioner, 


APPLIED RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, INC., SCIENCE 
APPLICATIONS INTERNATIONAL CORP., COMPUTER AIDED 
ENGINEERING ASSOCIATES, INC., DATASOURCE, INC., 
GEOSTAATS, INC., GILSANZ MURRAY STEFICEK LLP, 
HUGHES ASSOCIATES, INC., AJMAI ABBASI, EDUARDO 
KAUSEL, DAVID PARKS, DAVID SHARP, DANIELE 
VENEZANO, JOSEPH VAN DYCK, KASPAR WILLIAM, ROLF 
JENSEN & ASSOCIATES, INC., ROSENWASSER/GROSSMAN 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS, P.C., SIMPSON GUMPERTZ & 
HEGER, INC., S.K. GHOSH ASSOCIATES, INC., SKIDMORE 
OWINGS & MERRILL, LLP, TENG & ASSOCIATES, INC., 
UNDERWRITERS LABORATORIES, INC., WISS, JANNEY, 
ELSTNER ASSOCIATES, INC. and UNITED AIRLINES, 


Respondents. 


Petition for a Writ of Certiorari to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 


PETITION 








JERRY V. LEAPHART RECEIVED 









Attorney for Petitioner 
48 Nod Road OCT 20 2009 
Ridgefield, Connecticut 06877 
; LERK 
(203) 438-4589 OPOR OPE US. 








Appeal Press - (914) 761-3600 (212) 267-6602 (14291) 
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Note; At the end of the fiscal year (9/29/2000), the "Deficit" 
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Figure 2: Annual Increase in Debt (most recent values: June 19, 2008) 


Needs updating. Change "Vietnam War" to "remove last connection to the gold standard." 
While Nixon Impeachment proceedings were happening, everyone was glued to the TeeVee 
and didn't notice the removal of the last connection to the gold standard. And that was the 
beginning of the end. [Needs better wording. | 
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FAQ 


1. Is your "space beam" hypothesis testable? 


First of all, I have never used the term "space beams." It is a derogatory term used to distract folks 
away from looking at the real evidence. The term was first coined by physicist Steven E. Jones 
within days of my first posting an article suggesting a high-tech energy weapon was used to destroy 
the WTC. It has been speculated that the purpose of using this name was to mock the hypothesis 
that unconventional methods were used to destroy the WTC. 


At this point, it has not been determined exactly what weapon was used, but the general category of 
what was used is fairly clear. The visual data as well as the issues related to the bathtub fragility and 
ground shaking eliminate the conventional demolition methods that have been proposed to date. 
The buildings “floated” to the ground as dust. 


So, is this hypothesis testable? Yes! And each of the phenomena identified at the WTC complex on 
9/11 has been reproduced in a lab. We present this evidence here. This may or may not be the exact 
same way of creating the effects, but it is the same mechanism. 


2. What is a DEW? 
Beam Weapons, Energy Weapons, and Directed Energy Weapons (DEW): 


I have used the terms "beam weapons" and "directed energy weapons" to refer to unconventional 
weapons (exotic weapons) that are energy weapons. I broadly define DEW as Energy that is 
Directed and is used as a Weapon. The full range of these weapons is classified information, so I 
make no limits or distinction of categories within the realm of energy weapons, as doing so would 
imply specific knowledge of all that is available. In the following paragraph, I have listed some of 
the possibilities we are aware of. 


My critics have accused us of insisting that beam weapons did their damage from outer space, yet I 
make no claim about whether the directed energy weapon operated from a space-, air-, or ground- 
based platform. Nor do I make any claim about what wavelength(s) was used, what the source(s) of 
energy was, whether it involved interference of multiple beams, whether it involved sound waves, 
whether it involved sonoluminescence, whether it involved antimatter weapons, whether it involved 





scalar weapons, whether it involved HAARP (more here and here), whether it involved a nuclear 
process (e.g. NDEW), whether it involved conventional directed energy weapons (CDEW), whether 
it involved improvised directed energy weapons (IDEW), nor what kind of accelerator was used, 





nor do I claim to know what the serial numbers of the parts that were in the weapon(s). 


What I do claim is that the evidence is consistent with the use of energy weapons that go well 
beyond the capabilities of conventional explosives and can be directed. 
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3. Why do you think we need it for 9/11? 


It’s not a matter of need. It’s a matter of evaluating the available visual, ground shaking, and 
structural data. Though it is common knowledge that the laws of conventional physics were 
violated, the credibility of the physical and observable data to develop theories that withstand all 
observations is critical to the integrity to any conclusions. If analysis of this type is not undertaken, 
fraudulent research could be easily debunked, thus discrediting honest researchers and allowing the 
perpetrators to continue undeterred. 


4. What can't we explain without it? 


There are many pieces of physical data that are unexplainable by conventional theories. The low 
levels of ground shaking of the towers when compared with comparable structures/levels of shaking 
and the fact that the buildings did not collapse outside of their own footprint means they should 
have acted like a pile driver on their foundation, the force of which would have destroyed the 
structure and caused flooding of the WTC complex and lower Manhattan subway system. 


5. Don't the reports of explosions undermine what you are saying? 


No. The sound of an explosion does not automatically prove the sound came from a bomb. Not all 
explosions are caused by explosives. Cook a raw egg, still in the shell, in a microwave oven and 
you will hear an explosion. There is testimony from first responders about their Scott Packs "going 
off" and "exploding." After all, if the pressurized air tank, made of metal, is dissolving, at some 
point the metal tank will no longer be strong enough to contain the pressurized air and the tank will 
explode. 


As both proponents and opponents of government complicity indicate, one cannot be sure that all 
testimony is valid. The observations of physical evidence via videos and pictures are far more 
reliable for determination of those theories that are and are not supportable. 


6. Can't thermite/thermate do the whole job? 


Thermite/thermate is an incendiary which may be able to cut steel, but could not account for the 
explosive destruction of the cement and other building materials in the building. Though supporters 
of this theory contend that it could potentially do the whole job, no modeling of these methods of 
demolition have ever been produced. The observations of tremendous precision in the destruction of 
the towers as they floated to the ground would appear to be far too precise for an incendiary. 
Further, the observed “toasted” cars, at great distances from the WTC complex, are difficult to 
explain with thermite/thermate. Also, unburned paper, missing windows and door handles of 
vehicles in proximity to the complex contradicts the thermite/thermate explanation and cannot be 
explained by it. 
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7. If thermite/thermate could do the whole job, wouldn't it be the simpler 
and preferable theory? 


Simpler is one thing, explaining all the physical evidence is quite another. Bubblegum is a simple 
theory, but does not explain the evidence. Although the use of these incendiaries should be tested, 
evidence postulated to support the theory does not stand up to the visual evidence. That is, there is 
no evidence of tremendous burning infernos in the subbasements of the WTC towers. Photographic 
evidence on the days immediately following indicate no such heat. A person observed climbing into 
the subbasements as well as observed liquid water would tend to refute “urban legends” that pools 
of molten metal existed there. No evidence of search personnel being burned or overcome by heat 
have been found. Further, when the buildings came down, persons running from the scene were not 
burned by super-heated debris falling to the ground. The air was filled with dust and loose papers. 
The dust was dense enough to block out the sun, but it was not on fire. 


8. Aren't these weapons classified? 


Such high-tech weapons are classified and are not public knowledge. This does not mean they do 
not exist. However, as noted previously, piecemeal evidence of their existence exists in news 
briefings of defense personnel (including Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld), defense websites, 
and other defense contractor websites. It is common knowledge that recent Administrations have 
made weaponization and total dominance of space a priority. Countless billions, if not trillions, of 
dollars have been budgeted for space weapons development as part of the SDI program noted 
previously. 


9. How do we know they even exist? 


As noted previously, this has been accumulated via numerous sources to paint the picture that they 
do exist. Further, past developers from government labs have indicated that they were involved in 
their development as far back as the 1960s. 


10. Isn't this science fiction? 


Though science fiction has fantasized about DEWSs since before the 50s, microwaves and optics 
(lasers) have been available since that time. That their further development could not have exceeded 
what is currently available in industry and at academic research institutions is not likely since 
typical military technology advances are 15-20 years ahead of that which is known on the street. 


11. What are "toasted" cars? 


The term "toasted" (as in "toasted cars") is a generic term used for the odd destruction seen on 
vehicles around southern Manhattan, but is not limited to vehicles. A "toasted" vehicle means, "That 
vehicle is history; it's toast." It's a general term for an unknown process and does not necessarily 
imply heat. 
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12. Why do the "toasted" cars matter? 


The “toasted” cars matter because they are observable evidence. If a theory cannot explain all the 
evidence, then it must be incomplete at best, incorrect at worst. That other theories do not explain 
this phenomenon lend credence to the explanation of DEW which could easily explain this through 
reflection and refraction of directed energy at the WTC site. 


13. Why does the bathtub matter? 


The foundation of the WTC towers were build on bedrock below the Hudson River. The bathtub 
served as a dike to hold back the Hudson River. The bathtub matters because its lack of damage is 
evidence. Remember, 500,000 tons of debris were supposed to have fallen in roughly the footprint 
of the towers, according to the OGCT. Since debris did not pile up outside the footprint of the 
towers, either the debris hammered down on the bathtub or it disappeared in a cloud of dust 
(observed). That there was no damage to this fragile layer of reinforced concrete at the very base, in 
the bathtub, when there is such total devastation to the concrete within the structures themselves, is 
horribly inconsistent. The fact that failure of this structure would have led to the flooding of the 
subway system in lower Manhattan is another reason that its lack of damage is significant. 


14. Why does pulverization matter? 


Pulverization matters because it requires an energy mechanism that allows the building to be 
destroyed without destroying the bathtub. Further, it is consistent with the lack of ground shaking 
that would be expected based on the mass of the buildings and the footprint within which the debris 
should have collapsed. Further, it explains the tremendous dust clouds and layers of dust found over 
many square miles of Manhattan. Last, it explains the lack of damage to neighboring structures 
(WTC 4, 5, and 6) due to falling debris which is not found in the vertical damage there. Non-WTC 
structures showed little damage except for one vertical cut in one building and some dust, minor 
debris, and broken windows elsewhere. 


15. Why care about the speed of destruction? 


The speed of destruction is important because even other conventional methods (or proposed 
methods in the case of thermite/thermate) would have considerable difficulty in producing the 
destruction times that were noted (nearly at freefall speed in a vacuum). By eliminating other 
methods of demolition, the focus can turn to the totality of the evidence that cannot and has never 
been explained by conventional means, not to mention the OCT. 


(OCT = Official Conspiracy Theory) 


16. Can you construct a destruction simulation? 


A destruction simulation can be created, though not knowing the specific properties of what exactly 
caused the destruction, it will not be perfect. What was used has never been acknowledged to exist 
in source information within the public domain. DEW weapons are thought to still have top secret 
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desginations for the most part, however some are now acknowledged to be either in existence or in 
production. It is evident in all of the visual pictorial evidence. That this evidence has not been taken 
into account to this point (vertical holes in WTC 5 and 6 and WTC3 between collapse of the Twin 
Towers, the toasted cars, the lack of damage to the bathtub, ...and low levels of ground shaking 
related to the building mass and footprint) is all the more important in that the evidence can be 
explained by technology the Pentagon has indicated it is pursuing, but has not publicly 
acknowledged that it has deployed. It can also be assumed that other countries have made similar 
advances. 


Each of the phenomena identified at the WTC complex on 9/11 have been reproduced in a lab. We 
present this evidence here. This may or may not be the exact same way of creating the effects, but it 
is the same mechanism. 


17. If not, why should we take you seriously? 


As noted previously, the visual evidence provides the best description of what happened. Look at all 
of the various anomalies pointed about by the research shown (here, here, here, and here). Note that 
all anomalies can be explained by this mechanism. 


The fact that other theories have already been debunked by NIST (thermite/thermate, bombs-in-the- 
building) and the fact that it is a physical impossibility that the buildings turned to dust on their own 
through fire-induced collapse, some source of energy was utilized. The vertical holes in WTC 5 & 
WTC 6 are very incriminating. No debris is found in the holes and they are perfectly vertical like 
the Etch-A-Sketch lines drawn on the famous children's toy. Something removed this material in 
(approximately) 24 foot swaths. Something broke down the steel, concrete, and other building 
materials in the Twin Towers symmetrically and at freefall speed in a vacuum. No other explanation 
has been given for this. 


18. Where would all that energy come from? 

The buildings and their contents were turned to dust. They were not vaporized or melted. 

The energy may not be as tremendous as needed to vaporize or melt the masses of the two towers. It 
may be analogous to a microwave oven in that certain electromagnetic or sonic waves are used to 
excite the specific materials in the buildings to allow them to turn to dust without heating or 
vaporizing. Remember what we saw, not what theoretical known science tells you how to interpret 


what you saw. The sources of this energy may be from solar collectors in space or transmitted from 
ground based sources using transmission in the atmosphere with aircraft or satellite technology. 


19. Where would all that energy come from? 


The buildings and their contents were turned to dust. They were not vaporized or melted. 


The energy may not be as tremendous as needed to vaporize or melt the masses of the two towers. It 
may be analogous to a microwave oven in that certain electromagnetic or sonic waves are used to 
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excite the specific materials in the buildings to allow them to turn to dust without heating or 
vaporizing. Remember what we saw, not what theoretical known science tells you how to interpret 
what you saw. The sources of this energy may be from solar collectors in space or transmitted from 
ground based sources using transmission in the atmosphere with aircraft or satellite technology. 


20. Is your hypothesis like "aliens did it"? 


No, it is based on known technology, known research on SDI, the amount of investment in such 
research, the progression of known technology and optics, and above all the visible evidence. The 
visual evidence is key and eliminates other forms of technology. 


21. If your theory is so flaky, why is it being attacked to viciously all 
over the place? 


That is a great question. Please note I present evidence, not a theory. But even if it were, when you 
think about it, then it's a "theory" that explains all the visual evidence is called "flaky", yet is 
attacked visciously, though is not debunked. It is simply called crazy and looney. As most ‘Truthers 
should understand by now, the more something is attacked, the more likely it is that this researcher 
is on to something. 


22. What hypothesis, precisely, are you willing to commit yourself to at 
this stage of research? 


The hypothesis that the WTC buildings were all destroyed in a way that has never been seen before 
is consistent with the use of Directed Energy Weapons. 


23. Steven Jones and Greg Jenkins say it would take five times the 
earth's energy output to destroy the WTC. So, doesn't that mean that 
you've been debunked? 


Are the towers still there? If they have been destroyed, then obviously there was enough energy to 
destroy them in the way they were destroyed. Does Steven Jones or Greg Jenkins believe the towers 
are still standing? To say that it would take more than five times the earth's energy output to destroy 
the WTC, then say that thermite did it, are they claiming that the thermite came from off planet? 


24. Exactly how much energy would be required to pulverize the WTC 
towers? 


This is not known. Different methods could produce different results. What is known is that the 
Twin Towers were turned to dust. Cars and trucks were toasted in spots and left perfectly intact in 
others. Vertical holes were opened in other WTC buildings and the Bankers ‘Trust building. Only the 
buildings of the WTC were destroyed that day and the physical anomalies of missing building 
volume of the Twin Towers cannot be explained by any other theory. The Twin Towers were turned 
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to dust, so obviously there was enough energy to do this. (The fact that it happened is proof that it is 
possible.) 


25. Why do some people (i.e. Steven Jones, Donald Rumsfeld, Richard 
Myers) get so nervous when asked about directed energy weapons? 


This is a good question. 


Steven Jones: Consider that his entire carreer has focused on energy and has been funded by the 
Department of Energy (DOE). He also has worked at Los Alamos, where Directed Energy Weapons 
(DEW) were developed. Steven Jones was involved in the "debunking" of cold fusion. (more -- 
google "heavy watergate") 


Donald Rumsfeld, Richard Myers: In a press conference with these two people, Donald Rumsfeld 
essentially admitted that DEW was being used in Iraq. This admission by Donald Rumsfeld 
appeared to cause Richard Myers a great deal of discomfort (or shame?). 


26. Is it possible that some of the mass of the towers was converted to 
energy (E=mc2), and if so, does this help satisfy the energy 
requirement problem? 


The gravitational potential energy (PE = mgh) is not enough to destroy the WTC towers. More 
energy is needed. But, the energy required to destroy the building would depend on the mechanism 
involved. Yes, it is possible. 


27. A bright glow is observed on several videos, occurring about the 
time the disintegration of WTC1 is finished and the mushroom cloud is 
well formed. Do you think this is something real, or just a video artifact 
of some sort? 


WTC1 is finished and the mushroom cloud is well formed. Is this something real, or just a video 
artifact of some sort? This is difficult to say. Again, not knowing specifically what it was that 
destroyed the towers (again, there is no debate that they buildings were widely converted to dust, 
not rubble) it is difficult to know if that was a video artifact or an actual piece of evidence. 


28. You've coined the term "dustification" to describe what happened to 
the towers. Can you define this? 


The buildings were turned to dust. The exact mechanism is not known, but it is known that there 
was such a process. The term, dustification, is given to refer to this, yet-to-be-defined, mechanism. 
Dustification means that the buildings were not melted, evaporated, or turned to course rubble. It is 
a known fact that the contents of the Twin Towers were converted to very fine dust that covered 
much of lower Manhattan several inches deep. It can be seen as the buildings came down that the 
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mass above the demolition wave is no longer there, is not falling past the demolition wave and is 
not in its original condition. Where did it go? All that is left is a giant cloud of dust that moves with 
great force throughout downtown Manhattan and drifts away with the wind. No hot embers were 
noted anywhere in Manhattan as seen by the loose sheets of paper everywhere that are not burning 
right next to the toasted cars that are. 


29. Could the 47 massive steel columns (in each tower) have fallen in 
the sub level basements? Could this be the reason it's not visible in the 
photographs? If not, why not? 


What would have caused them to collapse at the bottom? Did we see the bottom of the building 
pulling in at the same time the top of the building is coming down? Could all of the floor truss 
connections all have failed at the exact same time? This is highly unlikely due to visual evidence. 
There are massive open holes in the sub-basements that cannot be explained. If the core columns 
were in there, wouldn't there mass have filled much of the holes that existed post collapse? Again, 
look at the visual evidence and see for yourself. In addition, a video of the first rescue workers 
going into the basement records an obvious echo, indicating the basement had large open areas. 


30. Why was WTC 6 pulled with cables? 


That is a good question. However, the proper parties to ask are those who did it. The proper parties 
to have done the asking were NIST investigators and other governmental investigators. To my 
knowledge, the governmental investigators did not do so. 


31. What about the sound of explosions? Were there explosives planted 
in the building? 

The sound of an explosion does not automatically prove the sound came from a bomb. Not all 
explosions are caused by explosives. Cook a raw egg, still in the shell, in a microwave oven and 
you will hear an explosion. There is testimony from first responders about their Scott Packs "going 
off" and "exploding." After all, if the pressurized air tank, made of metal, is dissolving, at some 
point the metal tank will no longer be strong enough to contain the pressurized air and the tank will 
explode. 


32. What about the "molten metal"? 


There has been no evidence of molten metal found at the WTC complex. The evidence actually 
contradicts the possibility of molten metal (of any significant quantity) during and after the 
destruction of the WTC, from 9/11 onward. 
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33. What about "fires lasting for 99 days"? 


There has been no physical evidence of actual fires (or smoldering fires) at the WTC complex after 
9/11. However there was (and continues to be, but to a lesser degree) evidence of "fuming," which 
is consistent with molecular dissociation. 


34. You were "caught on tape" saying that we should not get distracted 
by numbers when asked exactly how much energy would be required to 
destroy the WTC. Is this true? 


Yes, I do believe it is a distraction to focus on "numbers." What is the purpose of these "numbers"? 
Do you wish to prove the towers are gone? Or do you wish to prove that the towers are still there? 
Why not just look and see? 


P) 

It is curious why Steven Jones has insisted that I produce such calculations, but has made no such 
calculations for how much thermite would be required, nor how much thermate would be required, 
nor how much superthermite would be required, nor how much nano-enhanced thermite would be 


required, nor how much spray-on thermite would be required, nor how much of whatever he is now 
proposing would be required. 


35. That video of you with Greg Jenkins really discredits the "truth 
movement." Shame on you. 


A manipulated video has been promoted on the internet that is equivalent to drawing a mustache 
and devil horns on my photograph. This does nothing to discredit me or my work. If this video 
concerns you, perhaps you may want to ask the individuals promoting it what their motivation is 
and if their motivation is to discredit the "truth movement." You may also want to ask those 
promoting this video why this video is so important to them. 


36. Mr. Gage claims the hypothesis or theories of "Dr. Woods" are 
unsupported by the evidence. Is this true? 


First, the name is Dr. Wood, not Woods. Presenting correct information to the public is important 
for one's credibility. 


Second, I not have a hypothesis or theories. I present evidence. As a forensic scientist, I know that 
the evidence must tell the story. You cannot convict someone of a crime based on a theory. I filed a 
federal qui tam case against the contractors on the NIST report, accusing them of science fraud. I 
was not sanctioned by the courts for filing a frivolous case. Much of my evidence has now been 
published in a book and is available to those interested in the evidence. (See Where Did the Towers 
Go?) 


In my book, I only present evidence and discusses evidence and analyzes evidence of what 
happened on 9/11. Empirical evidence cannot be "wrong." And no, empirical evidence is not a 
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"theory." I present empirical evidence of what happened on 9/11. The measurement of someone's 
height is evidence of their height and is not a "theory" or a "hypothesis." It appears that many use 
the term "hypothesis" as a way of discounting or denying the evidence I present. 


If someone fails to understand the difference between "hypothesis" and evidence, it brings their 
credibility into question. 


37. Mr. Gage claims Dr. Wood doesn't use the scientific method. Is this 
true? 


I am a scientist and have followed scientific methods in conducting a comprehensive forensic 
investigation of what happened on 9/11. The first step in a forensic investigation is to determine 
what happened. What happened is not a case of belief. This is a crime that should be solved by a 
forensic study of the evidence. Before it can be determined who did it, it must first be determined 
what was done and how it was done. Mr. Gage has not conducted a comprehensive forensic 
scientific investigation and determined what happened on 9/11. Instead, he has continued to call for 
"a new investigation." But a comprehensive and independent forensic investigation does exist, 
comleted by a highly qualified forensic scientist, but Mr. Gage refuses to read, analyze, or address 
this investigation which is in the book, Where Did the Towers Go?, but stated he would look at it. 
The question becomes with a "new investigation" that he proffers continuously, why has he refused 
to read this "new investigation" by Dr. Wood if his real goal is the determination of the truth of 911? 
Not only does Mr. Gage refuse to read the comprehensive forensic investigation of what happened 
on 9/11, he removes members from his organization who do. 


Someone who publicly claims that I do not follow the scientific method brings their own credibility 
into question. 


e Video 1: Abraham Hafiz Rodriguez Questions Richard Gage at AE911Truth Presentation on 
4/12/2011 (Part 1 of 2) 





e Video 2: Abraham Hafiz Rodriguez Questions Richard Gage at AE911Truth Presentation on 
4/12/2011 (Part 2 of 2) 


More cases are presented here. 


Correspondence from Scott Krajca 


From: Scott Krajca (former member of ae911truth.org) 
Date: Fri, 10 Jun 2011 05:36:06 -0700 


To: ccleveland@ae911truth.org 


Conversation: Scott Krajca -- AE follow up 
Subject: Re: Scott Krajca -- AE follow up 


Dear AE 911 Truth, 


286 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


I just recently checked your website and saw that my profile has been added to the degreed 
engineer petition list: http://(www2.ae911truth.org/profile.php?uid=973060 I also see that my 
supporting statements about Dr. Judy Wood's work have been removed from my bio section 
despite the disclaimer at the bottom of the user profile pages: Disclaimer: The personal views 
expressed by Supporters in their Bio's, Personal 9/11 Statements, and/or other locations on our 
website, are not necessarily those of AE911Truth.org, Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth, 
Inc., its Board Members, employees, volunteers, other supporters, or any other people 
officially or unofficially associated or affiliated with AE911Truth. I remember during my 
verification interview that this may happen, but the more I sit with it, I no longer wish to be a 
supporter of your organization. Please remove me from the petition. I hope that someday your 
organization can be more open-minded about the evidence and occurrences on that tragic day. 
I for one do not know for sure what happened on that day, but in the interest of truth and 
evidence I believe we should consider insightful evidence that your organization is looking at 
as well as the evidence Dr. Wood has presented in detail and in a very professional manner. I 
have also read your "about us" page many times to see if I had missed something before 
signing the petition and I find it ironic that your first bullet under "our organization is devoted 
to" is "dispelling misinformation with scientific facts and forensic 

evidence" .http://www.ae911truth.org/en/about-us.html From what I have read in Dr. Wood's 
book she has done just that, but I also see that your organization has taken a strong stance and 
have decided her work is "disinformation". Because of this, again, please remove me from 
your petition. I wish us all well as we move forward towards truth and hope that one day we 
can meet up again as one voice. As someone I look up to says often, "be skeptical, but don't 
close your mind"... that is my wish for us all. 


Sincerely, 


Scott Krajca 


From: brian romanoff (representing ae911truth.org) 
Date: June 10, 2011 7:28:01 AM PDT 

To: Scott Krajca 

Subject: Sorry to see you go 


Scott, 


In short we reserve the right to edit or alter statements, which is mentioned as well. We do this 
anytime Judy Woods is mentioned [emphasis added] among other distracting topics. 


More to the point, we stay open-minded to science. That is why we don't stay open-minded to 
the "science" of Judy Woods presentations [emphasis added] which have changed immensely 
since her rising to the scene. From radiowaves to mini-nukes; whatever catches a readers 
attention with wild photos and claims. 


Please feel free to continue your investigations into the events of 9/11 and remember that we 
will welcome you back anytime. 
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The story of Judy Woods is a long one, but here is some reading for you: 


http://ae911truth.org/en/news-section/41 -articles/505-ae91 1truth-fag-6-whats-vyour- 
assessment-of-the-directed-energy-weapon-dew-hypothesis.html 





Regards, 
Brian Romanoff 


Note, my work has not changed. I have only added more detail as it became available. This is 
documented in my submission to NIST in March 2007, which was before ae911truth.org first 
put up their website and then made a submission to NIST. 


More cases are presented here. 


An organizaton that bans discussion of the truth while promoting disinformation brings into 
question their agenda. 


38. Does the "article" posted on the ae911truth website refute your 
work? 





the-directed-energy-weapon-dew-hypothesis.html AE911 Truth FAQ #6: What's Your Assessment of 
the Directed Energy Weapon (DEW) Hypothesis? Written by Jonathan Cole, P.E., Richard Gage, 
AIA, and Gregg Roberts 


During a May 8, 2011 interview, Mr. Gage claimed I only address two phenomena in my book, 
which is incorrect. (Listen to the three short clips from that interview which have been joined 
together and linked here.) In his article, Mr. Gage (incorrectly) implies my book is about "laser 
beams from space" and references other articles that have "debunked" this issue. So the article is 
quite misleading in that it does not address what my book is actually about nor have any of the 
"debunking" articles address the material I present, either. There is nothing to refute as their article 
does not address the research in my book. They merely promote disinformation about my work. 


If someone has read my book and has misunderstood what is on each of the more than 500 pages in 
my book, they have lost their intellectual integrity. One must question the motivaton to discourage 
the public from looking at the evidence. What is their objective? 


39. Mr. Gage claims Dr. Wood overlooks the existence of nanothermite. 
Is this true? 


The first step in a forensic investigation is to determine what happened. What happened on 9/11 is 
not merely a case of belief. This is a crime that should be solved by a forensic study of the evidence. 
Before it can be determined who did it, it must first be determined what was done and how it was 
done. Until he has done that, nothing else has any scientific value. 
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I have determined what happened; most of the buildings were turned to dust. Therefore the dust 
would be expected to contain traces of all materials that were in the building. Finding traces of 
chocolate, sugar, and nano-wheat (flour) in the dust would not prove that chocolate-chip cookies 
turned the buildings to dust. It would not prove there were chocolate chip cookies in the building 
nor that such cookies were capable of turning buildings to dust. The same is true for thermite. (See 
Where Did the Towers Go?, p. 124) 


If someone makes the statement that I have overlooked this issue when this is not true, it brings 
their credibility into question. 


40. Mr. Gage claims Dr. Wood ignores or overlooks the existence of iron 
microspheres. Is this true? 


Please read Chapter 13 of my book (Where Did the Towers Go?) and then explain to me what the 
evidence reveals. This issue has not been overlooked. Please explain how it can be 819°F at the 
location where firefighters are wading in knee-deep water. 


On 9/11, if there had been molten metal, there should have been a steam explosion with all of 
this water. 


Location E 





Figure 21. Thermal map excerpt taken September 16, 2001. Zone F was supposedly the 
largest hot spot. (9/16/01) Source and here 





Figure 22. This is a view from the southern "shore" after a water-main broke. Note the 
"steam" appearance along the "northern shore" that cannot be the result of "hot water" 
because there are live people wading along that shore. (9/11/01) Source: 





If someone makes the statement that I have denied or overlooked this issue when this is not true, it 
brings their credibility into question. 
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41. Why doesn't Dr. Wood write refutations of all of the refutations 
claimed against her work? 


There are numberous "debunking" articles that have been posted around the internet on various hit- 
piece sites, such as http://ae911truth.org/ and Journal Of Nine Eleven Studies (or JONES). One 
might ask why they have chosen to spend their time presenting the appearance of "infighting" rather 
than submitting a Request for Correction (RFC) to NIST with their purported "evidence" as I have 
done with mine, and why they have spent their time writing deceptive and dishonest hit pieces on 
the only person who has filed a federal qui tam case to hold anyone accountable for science fraud 
covering up the destruction of the WTC buildings. Why haven't they spent their time filing a federal 
qui tam case with their so-called "evidence" instead of writing deceptive hit pieces? This is 
especially troubling and brings into question their organization's true objective. 


I have chosen to spend my time on determining what happened on 9/11, then submitting my 
findings to NIST in a Request for Correctsion (RFC), and subsequently filing a federal qui tam case 
seeking accountability for those who committed science fraud and covering up the crime of 9/11. 
Some of those covering up the crime know whose technology was used to carry it out. So, why 
would the organized "Truth Movement" spend their energy and time writing hit pieces on me 
instead of supporting this federal qui tam case? 


As of today (September 30, 2011) my book has been out almost a year. In that time, no one has 
refuted any of the information in my book. They cannot. It is empirical evidence. 


Much organized effort has been made to divert attention away from the evidence I have presented 
and to misrepresent it and to cover it up. Those spending their time writing hit pieces that create a 
false impression of my work, instead of addressing the evidence of what happened on 9/11, reveal 
their primary objectives in doing so. 


D. Testimony of Exploding Scott Paks 


A. ..."" There was a Deputy Chief's rig on fire that was extended to 113's rig. There was a big 
ambulance, like a rescue company truck, but it wasn't a rescue company truck. It was a huge 
ambulance. It must have had Scott bottles or oxygen bottles on it. These were going off. You 
would hear the air go SSS boom and they were exploding. So we stretched a line and tried to put 
that out. He could only use booster water." 


WORLD TRADE CENTER TASK FORCE, FIREFIGHTER PATRICK SULLIVAN INTERVIEW, p. 8 


A. ..."I remember getting a drink of water out of their cooler there, and then we just started to put 
out the car fires, and the rigs were going, ambulances. I mean, there must have been 50 of these 
things burning heavily. The Scott cylinders and the oxygen cylinders were all letting go. They 
were all blowing up left and right." 


WORLD TRADE CENTER TASK FORCE, FIREFIGHTER TODD HEANEY INTERVIEW, p. 13. 
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Figure 23. SCOTT air-pak (photo lightened) source 


Q. At this point was your vehicle lost? 


A. Basically all we to do is go around the building, came around. But it took longer than usual 
because you're walking in like this shit. 
Like you move and it's this soot like heavy dust. 


While we're walking I realize that we only have two people. I see my vehicle. The seats are 
covered. I've still got my bag. I hold it like a trophy. Like people collect basketballs. I haven't 
touched -- whatever the force was, it was so strong that it went inside of the bag. 


But we were there. Vehicle 219 wasdestroyed. 


Q. Was it on fire? 

A. What? 

Q. Was it on fire? 

A. Fire? We saw the sucker blow up. We heard "Boom!" We were walking up Fulton Street. I don't 
know how far we made it up when someone says, "The building's coming down." By the time I 
realized, it's a repeat. 


WORLD TRADE CENTER TASK FORCE, EMT RENE DAVILA INTERVIEW, pp. 27-28 


E. Here are the principal data that must be explained: 


1. The Twin Towers were destroyed faster than physics can explain by a free fall speed 
"collapse." 


291 


The Journal of 9/11 Research 


2 
3. 
4 


17. 


18. 
19. 
20. 


21. 
22. 


They underwent mid-air pulverization and were turned to dust before they hit the ground. 
The protective bathtub was not significantly damaged by the destruction of the Twin Towers. 
The rail lines, the tunnels and most of the rail cars had only light damage, if any. 


The WTC underground mall survived well, witnessed by Warner Bros. Road Runner and 
friends. There were reports that "The Gap" was looted. 


The seismic impact was minimal, far too small based on a comparison with the Kingdome 
controlled demolition. 


The Twin Towers were destroyed from the top down, not bottom up. 


The demolition of WTC7 was whisper quiet and the seismic signal was not significantly 
greater than background noise. 


The upper 80 percent, approximately, of each tower was turned into fine dust and did not 
crash to the earth. 


. The upper 90 percent, approximately, of the inside of WTC7 was turned into fine dust and 


did not crash to the earth. 


. One file cabinet with folder dividers survived. 
. No toilets survived or even recognizable portions of one. 
. Windows of nearby buildings had circular and other odd-shaped holes in them. 


. In addition to the odd window damage, the marble facade was completely missing from 


around WFC1 and WFC2 entry, with no other apparent structural damage. 


. Fuzzballs, evidence that the dust continued to break down and become finer and finer. 


. Truckloads of dirt were hauled in and hauled out of the WTC site, a pattern that continues to 


this day. 


Fuming of the dirt pile. Fuming decreased when watered, contrary to fumes caused by fire 
or heat. 


Fuzzyblobs, a hazy cloud that appeared to be around material being destroyed. 
The Swiss-Cheese appearance of steel beams and glass. 


Evidence of molecular dissociation and transmution, as demonstrated by the near-instant 
rusting of affected steel. 


Weird fires. The appearance of fire, but without evidence of heating. 


Lack of high heat. Witnesses reported that the initial dust cloud felt cooler than ambient 
temperatures. No evidence of burned bodies. 
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23. Columns were curled around a vertical axis, where overloaded buckled beams should be 
bent around the horizontal axis. 


24. Office paper was densely spread throughout lower Manhattan, unburned, often along side 
cars that appeared to be burning. 


25. Vertical round holes were cut into buildings 4, 5 and 6, and into Liberty street in front of 
Bankers Trust, and into Vesey Street in front of WTC6, plus a cylindrical arc was cut into 
Bankers Trust. 


26. All planes except top secret missions were ordered down until 10:31 a.m. (when only 
military flights were allowed to resume), after both towers were destroyed, and only two 
minutes (120 seconds) after WTC 1 had been destroyed. 


27. Approximately 1,400 motor vehicles were towed away, toasted in strange ways, during the 
destruction of the Twin Towers. 


28. The order and method of destruction of each tower minimized damage to the bathtub and 
adjacent buildings. 


29. More damage was done to the bathtub by earth-moving equipment during the clean-up 
process than from the destruction of more than a million tons of buildings above it. 


30. Twin Tower control without damaging neighboring buildings, in fact all seriously damaged 
and destroyed buildings had a WTC prefix. 


31. The north wing of WTC 4 was left standing, neatly sliced from the main body which 
virtually disappeared. 


32. For more than seven years, regions in the ground under where the main body of WTC4 
stood have continued to fume. 


33. The WTC1 and WTC2 rubble pile was far too small to account for the total mass of the 
buildings. 
34. The WTC7 rubble pile was too small for the total mass of the building and consisted of a lot 


of mud. 


35. Eyewitness testimony about toasted cars, instant disappearance of people by "unexplained" 
waves, a plane turning into a mid-air fireball, electrical power cut off moments before WTC 
2 destruction, and the sound of explosions. 


36. Eyewitness testimony of Scott-pak explosions in fire trucks and fire trucks exploding that 
were parked near the WTC. 


37. There were many flipped cars in the neighborhood of the WTC complex near trees with full 
foliage. 
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38. Magnetometer readings in Alaska recorded abrupt shifts in the earth's magnetic field with 
each of the events at the WTC on 9/11. 


39. Hurricane Erin, located just off Long Island on 9/11/01, went virtually unreported in the 
days leading up to 9/11, including omission of this Hurricane on the morning weather map, 
even though that portion of the Atlantic Ocean was shown on the map. 


AO. Sillystring, the appearance of curious cork-screw trails. 


41. Uncanny similarities with the Hutchison Effect, where the Hutchison Effect exhibits all of 
the same phenomena listed above. 
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